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FOREWORD

is vocational rehabilitation doing any good? What good occurred as a result
of vocational rehabilitation services? What would have happened if no vocational
rehabilitation services were provided? Measurement of the effectiveness of voca-
tional rehabilitation services should provide answers to these three questions.
This manual will not tell you how to secure the answers to these three questions.
It will, however, assist you in making an appropriate first step by measuring con-
sumer satisfaction with vocational rehabilitation services. A word of caution:
While the presence of negative consumer attitudes toward vocational rehabilitation
services can be considered significant, the absence of negative findings does not in
and of itself constitute evidence that v%cational rehabilitation services had a posi-
tive effect.

When we talk about measuring consumer satisfaction, obviously we are
talking about the client who has received services from the state vocational reha-
bilitation agency. But is the client the only consumer? What about the client’s
employer? |s he not also a consumer? Doesn’t the employer ’consume’’ and
pay for the services of the client? The extent to which an employer is satisfied
with an individual’s job performance is an indication of that individual’s ability
to be productive and self-sufficient.. So even though it is the client who receives
vocational rehabilitation services, both the client and his employer are affected
by these services. Broadly speaking then, both are consumers.

This manual contains materials which were used by the West Virginia Re-
search and Training Center in a follow-up study. It will provide you with a basic
guide to a first step in assessing the effectiveness of VR services through a follow-
up study of both the client and his employer. Since there are many aspects of
follow up which are not covered here, manual users should (1) add items to
answer their specific needs, (2) use the materials as a guide to construct their
own questionnaire, or (3) omit items which are not pertinent to their surveys. |

The information in this manual is geared for those who have had littie or
no experience in conducting a follow-up study. Sections |, || and Iil contain |
two questionnaires and provide guidelines for their use. Section V is a guide '
for recording the data. Experienced evaluators can simply refer to Section il
and Appendices A, B and C.
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SECTION |

Planning anqct..}()nducting Your Study

A. Design of the Study

Thor0ugh planning for yeifr study is one of the mosf importantsteps in the whole
process. You must take time at the beginning to think through just exactly what it is
you want to do and why. It involves making decisions about why you want to doa
study, who you want to study, and what you want to learn from them. Somé of the
questions you must answer are:

1. What are the goals of the study? In other words, why are you planning to
do a follow-up study and what do you plan to do with the findings of your
study? In most instances the reason for doing the study is to bring about
changes in your agency prograr in order to provide better services to your
client. If program change is one of the goals of your study, it would be a
wise move to invoive in the development of the study those groups who
might become targets of the change, e.g., rehabilitation counselors, district

supervisors, clients. ;
f
2. Who do you want to study? There are several options open to you in this

area. You may want to look at all closed cases during a particular time
period, that is, closed in Statuses 08, 26, 28 and 30. Or you may Hecide
that you just want to look at one or two of the closure statuses. |f, for
instance, you decide to look at all clients closed in Statuses 08 and 26,
this provides you the opportunity of looking for similarities and differ-
ences between the two groups of clients. The same would hold true for
examining cases closed in Statuses 28 and 30, compared to Status 26.
The follow-up study that was conducted by ERe West Virginia Research
and Training Center invoived only clients who had been closed in Status
26. It is our recommendation, however, that you examine a wider spec-

trum of clients from your own agency.

i

3. What time period shoulid | use for selecting clients? You could of course
select any time period which seems appropriate for your purposes. We
- would suggest that you use cases that have been closed at least one year
in order to get some measure of the lasting impact of vocational rehabil-
itation services on the client. You could decide for instance that you
wanted to look at all cases closed during the preceeding fiscal year, all
cases closed during a six month or even a three month period.
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4. Do | need to sample? Whether or not you need to sample depends upon
the group you have decided to study. [f the number of clients involved
is not too extensive, you may want to survey all the clients. For example,
if you are looking at all the clients closed 26 during a three month period,
you may wish to look at every case. However, if you are looking at ali
the clients closed during the fiscal year, the number may be so large that
you would want to sample. The amount of time that you have available
in which to conduct the study and the amount of resources, i.e., staff and
money, would also play a part in your decision to sample or to look at
every case in the study.

5. How shall | coliect my data? The two most common methods of collecting :
information of this type are through the use of mailed questionnaires and
by interviews. Here again the amount of staff and money that you have
available to you will determine whether or not you would use the mail or
interview route. The use of mailed questionnaires is the most inexpensive
method of data collection, but is not always the most effective. Normally
with rehabilitation clients the percentage of return on mailed questionnaires
is quite low. Interviewing is a much more expensive technique, but if this
is your first follow-up study you might want to consider doing so. it might
be possible for you to use students or case aides to do the interviewing
which would considerably reduce the expense to the agency.

If you have decided that you are going to sampie from your total population,
then move on to the next section on sample selection. |f you have decided that you

“are going to try to study each case, then Sklp Section B and move to Section C -

Gathering the information.
B. Sample Selection ‘ t'

You have decided to sample and you know what yohr population is, that is,
what statuses you are going to look at during what time period. You now must
decide on the type of sampling that you want to do. For those of you who are
unfamiliar with sampling techniques, refer to Appendix D for information on
sampling procedures. On the basis of this information you will probably be
either selecting your cases by random sampling techniques or through the use of
stratified random sampling. For either type of sampling, the first step that you
must take is to coliect the names of ali the clients who were closed in the appro-
priate statuses during the selected time period. Then assign each a number and
proceed to select your sample in accordance with the directions in Appendix D.

Now that you have the:names of those persons that you are going to seek
information from, you are ready to proceed to gather your information.




C. Gathering the Information

If you are going to use mailed questionnaires, a copy of the employee question-
naire shouid be mailed to all former VR clients who are to be surveyed. The employ-
er questionnaire can be mailed to their employers once you receive the client’s
questionnaire back indicating that they are employed and where. For best results,

a stamped, self-addressed envelope should be included. This way former clients
and employers need only complete the forms and place them in the return envel-
opes. The number of questionnaires returried will vary. If the clients are nearby, a
phone call to non-respondents would help.

One method of increasing the number of forms returned is to send the client
a letter saying fyat they will receive some reward, say $1.00, when the form is re-
turned. However, if you cannot pay the client send the form any way. Your rate
of return on the questionnaires may be small, i.e., 30 - 40%. But a small return is
better than none. Remember that if your return is less than 70 to 80% your results
will be somewhat limited. You will not be able to determine the characteristics of
those former clients who did nof return the form. But a limited follow-up study
is better than none and should provide you with good indications of consumer
satisfaction.

In our study we found that employers were more likely to respond using the
mailed questionnaire than were former clients. For cases closed in Status 26 you
could use the employer’s questionnaire even if you did not get a response from
the cLi&rE. 1t woulid be interesting to compare employer responses for clients who
responded to the questionnaire compared to clients who did not respond. You
might feel that employer responses regarding those clients who did not return
their form would be less positive than employer responses regarding those clients
who did return their forms.

As indicated previously, in studies where interviews would be used for col-
lecting the data, consideration should be given to students or case aides for data
collection. All interviewers should be trained in the use of the questionnaire. If
you do not have someone on your staff who has had experience in this area you
probably can locate someone in your community who would be willing to give
a brief training course in intervievs)ing techniques.

The primary problem that is faced in gathering information is locating the
former clients. This is a problem in any type of a research study where you are
trying to locate people. Here is one area where the use of interviewers for the
study pays off because they can spend more time tracking down clients who
have moved, while mailed questionnaires will simply be returned by the post
office. deating clients will require diligent perseverance in tracking down
leads and the rehabilitation counselor who served the client originally could
be quite helpful in providing leads as to possible whereabouts of missing clients.
If you are creative you will be successful in locating most of the clients in your

study.
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SECTION II .

Survey Forms

There are two forms: one for the former VR client (see Appendix A) and
one for his employer (see Appendix B). For those individuals interested in the
technical aspects of questionnaire construction, this information is presented in
Appendix C.

. A. Employee Questionnaire

This form (Appendix A) is to be completed by the former VR client. It
contains a small “Personal Data’ section and 42 items. The 42 items cover
various factors relating to employment. |f the client is unemployed, he would
complete the first three questions only.

Table A, below, gives the factor (variable} in the first column and references
the applicable part of the questionnaire in the second column. For example, the
employment factor of “‘work proficiency” is tapped by ltems 27-32 on the form.

Table A

Factors Tapped by Employee Questionnaire

Factor . Employee Questionnaire

Age Personal data section
Marital Status Personal data section

_ Number of dependents Personal data section
Educational Level Personal data section
Employment Status Item 1
Satisfaction with VR Services Items 2-3
Job title e Item 4
VR Services in relation to present job Items 5-7"
Length of time holding present job Item 8
Hours of work per week Item 9
Enjoyment derived from present job Item 10

.Means of getting a job Item 11
Job satisfaction - Items 12 - 15 (Hoppock JS Blank)
Work personality Items 16 - 26 (Tseng PQ Scale)
Work proficiency Items 27 - 32 (Tseng JP Scale)
Self-acceptance Items 33 - 35 (Semantic Differential

. : Scale)
Attitude toward work Items 36 - 38 (Semantic Differential
. Scale)

Employment status of spouse Items 39 - 41
Agreement with spouse on family Item 42

affairs




B. Employet Questionnaire

This form (Appendix B) is to be completed by employers of former VR clients.
There are 21 items relating to employment. Tabie B, below, gives the employment
factor in the first column and relates it to the applicable part of the questionnaire
in the second column. All items on the Employer Questionnaire are either similar
or identical to some of the items on the Employee Questionnaire. This makes it
possible to compare what the former client says to what the empl_oyer says.

)

Table B

Factors Tapped by Employer Questionnaire .

Factor ' Employer Questionnaire
L4
Client’s job titie item 1
Hours of client’s work per week item 2
Client's work personality "Items 3 - 13 (Tseng Scale)
Client’s work proficiency _ ) items 14 - 19 (Tseng Scale)
Client’s overall performance ‘ item 20
' - importance of VR services on

client’s performance Item 21

C. Modification o‘f the Forms

Read over the items on the questionnalres and compare them with the factors
given in Table A. List any additional factors or items you may wish to include in )
your study as well as any item you might want to delete from our questionnaire
because you feel it is not appropriate for your study. We have listed in Appendix
E several items you may wish to consider adding to this questionnaire. These
items deal primarily with relationships between famjly members. Other items
you might wish to include could be concerning the client’s work history since
closure, his current earnings level, and more information about his reaction to

- the rehabilitation counselor and the rehabilitation process itself.

Appendix F contains a form that was used by the West Virginia Research
and Training Center in a follow-up study of rehabilitation center clients. This
form is included simply to give you an example of a shorter, simpler form that
could be used to conduct a follow-up study. )

&
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If you have decided to include additional items on the questionnaire, these
results can be added to one of the suggested tables in Section 111 of this manual,
or you may analyze these items separately in one or more tables as appropriate.
If you do modify the form by adding or deleting items, remember that the
technical aspects of the questionnaire construction as reported in Appendix C
would no longer be valid for any identified scales and subscales you decide to
modify.

10




SECTION Il

Analyzing Your Data

Compiling Your Data

There are two ways you can compile your data: -one is for computer analyses
and the other is for hand or machine calculations. Tables 1 - 11 plus Figure 1 pre-
sented later in this section, will give you a good follow-up study and can bge com-
pieted by hand calculations. Tables 12 and 13 require more complex analyses. ,
Although they can be hand calculated, we recommend that they be done on the
computer or omitted. Their inclusion inyour study would lend considerable
sophistication to your findings. However, if these analyses are unfamiliar to
you, simply omit them.

A. Computer Analyses -
If you are planning to analyze your data using a computer, you will have to

code the data so they can be placed on"computer cards or tapes. A sample

spread she‘et for codjng data is shown in Appendix G. [f you are not familiar

with this procedure, show your computer programmer your questionnaires and

ask him to set up your spread sheets for proper coding. Be sure to tell him

what analyses you will want. For example, in Tables 1 - 11 which follow, you

would want? (1) totals, (2) frequencies, (3) averages, {(4) percents and

(5) standard deviations. To complete Tables 12 and 13, you would want cor-

relational analyses. For Figure 1, you may want to code the data so it can

be analyzed by t-test or analysis of variance.

B. Hand Calcuiations

if you are hand computing the data, refer to Appendix H. We have
provided sample forms and instructions which you can use as a guide in
compiling your information. We recommend doing-only Tables 1- 11 when.
using hand caiculations. if you wish to compute the standard deviation for
Tables 8 - 11, refer to Appendix I. Record the data for employee responses
and employer responses on different sets of data collection sheets. After:
recording and summarizing your data, refer to Section 1V, “"Writing Your
. Report”’,' for a suggested reporting format.

Summarizing Your Data

You are now ready to summarize your data through the use of tables.
This will enable you to better understand the meaning of the information
coliected. In the next section, ""Writing Your Report’’, we suggest one way
in which you might explain the data in your tables.

v
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A. Population and Sample

In order to know what proportion of your population responded to your
questionnaire, you should summarize the information. Table 1 below provides
a suggested breakdown.

Table 1

Questionnaire Response by Former Clients and Employers

Total Closed 26 Closed 08, 28, 30
Category No. % No. % No. - %

Former Clients

Total Population
Total Sample

Responses
Unable to locate
Deceased

No Response

Employers

Total Contacted ~

Responses
No Response

B. Client Characteristics

The first information you would probably be most interested in is the em-
ployment status of the client. Table 2 summarizes the data from Item 1 of the

Employee Questionnaire. {Use the app%’opriate column headings for your study.)

Table 2

Employment Status of Former Clients

. Total Closed 26 Closed 08, 28, 30
. N Category No. % No. % Nqo_. %

Unemployed ' . >
Training or Schooling '

Self-employed

Employed part-time

Employed f_ull-time

Total

o . IS
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Four other interesting pieces of information can be obtained vely easily.
They are age, education, marital status and number of dependents of your former
clients. This information is in the personal data section of the Employee Ques-
tionnaire. You can summarize the data in a table similar to Table 3A i order
to compare employed and unemployed clients by closure status to see v”f there
are differences between the groups. You might want to exclude those fprmer
clients who are currently in training or school from this table or include them

as a separate group.

‘Table 3A

o

\ Characteristics of Former Clients by

Closure Status by Current Employment Status

Closed 26
Employed Unemployed

Closed 08, 28, 30
_Employed  Wnemployed

No. % No. %

Category No. % No. %
Age '

15-19 . 2
20-29

30-39

40 - 49

50 - 659

60 and over

Total

Marital Status

Single
Married
Other

Total

No. of Dependents

~. None -
One

Two

Three

Four or more

Total

Education

Grades 1- 6
Grades 7 -9
Grades 10 - 11
Grade 12

Over 12 years

Total
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You could of course have four separate tables for this information or you
could prepare summary tables for employed and unemployed clients by closure
status, simitar to Table 3B. Our example is for employed clients.

’ Table 3B

Characteristics of Employgd}Clients ,

Closed 26 Closed 08, 28, 30
Factor No. Clients Avg. No. Clients Avg.
Age
Education ‘
No. of Dependents
C. Client's View of VR Services .

Vocational rehabilitation personnel are always interested in finding out how
the client views the services he received. Item 2 is designed to answer this-ques-
tion. (Item 3 also has bearing on this issuéfor if the client was not satisfied with
services received, he probably would not want to return for additional help.)

' We feel, however, that [tem 2 deserves its own tab}e (Table 4) and will deal with
Item 3 in the next section.

«

Table 4

Client Rating of Vocational Rehabilitation Services
by Closure Status by Current Employment Status

Closed 26 - Closed 08, 28, 30
Employed Unemployed Employed Unemployed
Rating No. % Nos % No. %  No. %

Very poor

Poor .
Uncertain

Good

Very good

No Response

Total
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For employed clients, Items 5, 6 and 7 indicate hgw much the clients feel that
VR services assisted them in preparation for employment. Table 5 is one way at
looking at this information.

Table 5
S—
' Employed Clients Feedback on VR Setvices ..
(in percent) T
Total Closed 26 Ciosed 08, 28, 30
Question Yes No  Yes No Yes No .
Did VR training prepare you | !
- for your job? (Item 5)
Were you able to do this type
of work (present job) before
you contacted VR? {Item 6) .
Did VR counselors assis.t you
in finding your job? (item 7)
’ Do you need additional service »
from the VR counselor? ‘
(Item 3) : *

)

For purposes of this table, the respdnses to Item 6 are to be interpreted as
follows: ""able to do this work’’ and “limited ability to do this work’’ counts as
"'yes'’; “’not able to do this work” would be counted as no”’

]

D. Employers of VR Clients and Client Occupations

You can find out what kinds of businesses are hiring former VR cleints
by tallying the informatioh provided on the Employee Questionnaire in Item 1
(Name of Firm). We are providing you with an example (Table 6} which shows
businesses that turned up in a Research and Training Center survey. This ex-’
ample should help you set up your own chart, which will use different businesses
depending on where your clients are employed. \

>




Table 6

- Employers of VR Clients

- No. of No. of
Clients Clients
Business Employed Business Employed
Automobile body shop High School
Automobile dealer Hospital and clinic
Automotive springs and Homeowner
service Hotel

Bank

Beauty salon

Can manufacturing
Church

Coal mining

Coffee shop

College dormitory
Community action assoc.
Construction materials
County Board of Ed.
Delivery company

Gas station

Glass factory

Grade school

Grocery store

Heating company

industrial supplies
Lumber company
Metal products

-Nursing home -

Optical company
Power plant

Realty company
Restaurant

Retail store
Sheltered workshop

State Department of
Employment Sec.

State Dept. of Highways

. State Police

Transportation {bus) Co.
TOTAL

‘ 'Another piece of infgrmation which should be useful is the type of job that
the VR client is employed in. Wesuggest a table that shows the occupations of
the employed clients who returned their questionnaires. This information can |
be obtained from two sources. The first source is on the Employee’s Question-
naire, item 4. The second source/»(whmlch can serve as a cross check) is on the
Employer’s Questionnaire, item 1. A sample chart {Table 7) is shown below
gsing occupétions foung by the R & T Center in one of its surveys.

-
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Current Occupations of Former VR Clients

Occupation

Occupation ~

Automobile body repairman
Automobile lot boy

Auto mechanic

Babysitter -

Beautician -
Box boy

Clerk - hotel

Clerk - office

Clerk - stock

Community action aide
Computer operator

Cook

Custodian

Damag;e appraiser

Driver - bus

Driver = truck

Furnace installer

Heavy equipment operator
Hospital (or nurse) aide

Kitchen ‘helper
Laborer

Loan officer | *

Mine foreman

Office helper

Office supervisor
Packer

Practical nurse

Realtor
Seamstress/Tailor
Secretary

Service station attendant
Shoe’machine operator
Social worker
Stenographer ,
Teacher - public school
Waitress

Welder

~

TOTAL

items 8 and 9 on the Empioyee Questionnaire relate to how iong the former
", client has been working and the number of hours worked per week. These two
items can be handied in a table format similar to Table 2.

E. Employer and Client Ratings of Client Work Personality and Proficiency
At}ributes - :

The client’s Work Pefsonality is covered by items 16 - 26 on the Employee
Questionnaire and Items 3 - 13 on the EmpAIOyer Questionnaire. The results for
each of the 11 attributes can be c‘é}lx‘nted and averaged. Then a composite score
for all 1.1 attributes can be computed by simply adding the averages for the 11
attributes. This can be done for both client and employer responses in one table
for comparison. (See the first part of Table 8). \ '

-t -
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The chient’s Proficiency attributes are covered by _B-items (Items 27 - 32 on
Employee Questionnaire and Items 1419 on Employer Questionnaire). These
Work Proficiency eharacteristics can.be counted and averaged, and then a com-
posite score for all 6 attributes can be computed as for the work personality
items. (See bottom part of Table 8 below). Finally, a comp&site of Work Per-

_sonality and Proficiency can be computed by adding the composite score for
Work Personality and the composite score for Work Proficiency. 7

~

item 20 on the Employer’s form covers overall performance.

. For those individuals using a computer, aur table also includes space for
the standard deviation (SD). If averages are hand computed, this can be omitted.
If you wish to hand compute the SD, see Appendix 1.

3

Table 8

Employer and Client Ratings of the Clients’ Work
Personality and Proficiency Attributes

- Employers Clients

* %

Attributes” Avg. SD  No. Avg. SD No.

Ability to work with others
Punctuality
Cooperativeness . .
Self-reliance
Appearance
Courtesy
Motivation -,
Reliability
Work tolerance
Initiative .
Attitude .
“Work personality’composite
score

°

Job knowledge
Job skiil
Quality of work
Care of equipment
Safety practices
Following shop fules
Work proficiency composite
score ‘

-

Work persdnality and profi-
. ciency composite store

Overall performance

~

a
* |tems 16-32 consecutively on Employee form, Items 3- 19 consecutive on Employer.
** Number of responses may vary since some respondents do not complete all items.

1o
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l/'/ Another means‘\of comparison is to graph the averages for the clients’ self-
- ratings as opposed to their employers’ ratings. This can be done by using the
averages from Table 8 if all the client forms have a matching employer form.
if not, then it will be necessary to retabulate the averages using only those
cases where both the client and the employer forms are available. Wé are in-
cluding this graph as Figure 1, with actual data obtained from an R &@T survey
to show you what this chart might look like. ]

R { . ' Figure 1 ,
' . Comparison of Employer and Employee Ratings ‘
0 1 2 3 J‘ 4 5

Ability to work with others | 8

Punctuality - !

Cooperativeness

Self-reliance : —

‘Courtesy

]

| i

. Appearance ' y ji
¢

) Motivation

Reliability i

Work tolerance

Initiative 1

{
\
Attitude ’ \
)
{
\

Job knowledge . ' ' [

Job skill

Quality of work

Care of equipment | A )
Safety practices ’ & {

Following shop rules

Client—Ermployee
3 Employer

L
’ Note: t-tests can be computed to see if there is a significant difference between
employee and employer averages for each item.

19
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F. Job Satisfaction

»

Another factor that is of interest to VR personnel is the extent to which
clients are satisfied in their jobs. Items 12 - 15 on the Employee Questionnaire
deal with this issue. The average score of clients’ job satisfaction on each of the
4 items can be computed, and then a composite job satisfaction score can be
secured by adding. We suggest a table similar to Table 9 below.

Table 9

Job Satisfaction iy

Item No. Average SD No.

Item 12 (like job)

Item 13 (satisfied with job)

Item 14 (changing jobs)

Item 15 (comparing job satis-
faction with other people)

TOTAL SCALE

As in Table 8, we have noted a column for Standarg Deviation (SD) for those
who wish to have this information. You can refer to Appendix | for uses and com-
putational method for the SD.

G. Sel%—Accepta nce

Items 33 - 35 of the Employee Questionnaire deal with the degree to which a
client is self-accepting, using a 7-point scale. We recommend that this data be sum-
marized in a manner similar to that shown below in Table 10.

Table 10

( . Self-Acceptance of Clients

Scale Average SD No. -+

Sad - happy
Dissatisfied - satisfied .
Pessimistic - optimistic

TOTAL SCALE




H. Attituae Toward Work

»

A client's attitude toward wo;k can indicate the degree to which he is suc-
cessful on the job. Items 36 - 38 on the Employee Questionnaire tap this factor.
A simple approach to presenting these data is shown in Table 11.

“Table 11
Client’s Attitude Toward Work . .
1]
Scale Average sD No.
Bad - goed
Unimportant - importgnt 2

Dull - interesting

TOTAL SCALE

- . e

Tables 9, 10 and 11 can be computed separately for clients closed in status 26
and in Statuses 08, 28 and 30 or you may want ta include them in the same table.
S

I.  Correlational Analyses

For those of you using a Eomputer to summarize your data, we would like to
suggest the following comparisons. These are correlations, using Pearson'’s Product
Moment Correlation. (If you are omitting these analyses, skip to Part J of this
section). .

(1) Correlates of Job Satisfaction. This looks at the composite score for job
satisfaction and compares.it to a number of other factors. See Table 12 for a
sample exhibit. (Be sure to ask your programmer which correlations are signifi-
cant and identify them in your table).

3
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Table 12

Correlates of Job Satisfaction

Variable ) Correlation No.

Age
Number of dependents
Education (grade completed)
Rating on VR services
Length of time holding present job
Hours per week (work)
Enjoyment out of job
, Client’s rating of work personality
Client’s fating-of work proficiency
Client’s rating of work personality
and proficiency ) Y
Employer’s rating of work personality ’ ‘
Employer’s rating of work proficiency
Employer’s rating of work personality
and proficiency
Employer’s rating of overall performance
Self-acceptance
Attitude toward work -
Agreement with spouse (family affairs)
- Occupational level

.
R
“t

(2) Correlates of Self-Acceptance. Table 13 looks at the total scale score for
self-acceptance and compares it to the same factors as with Job Satisfaction, above.
-

Table 13 ,

LN

Correlates of Self-Acceptance

Vari@le Correlation No.

Age
Number of dependents
Education (grade completed)
Rating of VR services .
Length of time holQing present job ' ) \
Hours per week (work)
Enjoyment out of job
Job satisfaction
Client’s rating of work personality
) Client’s rating of work proficiency
Client’s rating of work personality
and proficiency
Employer’s rating of work personality
Employer’s rating of work proficiency
Employer’s rating of work personality
and proficiency
Employer’s rating of overall performance
Attitude toward work .
Agreement with spouse (family affairs)

2.
b




. (3) Other Correlations. The same kinds of correlations can be done sepa-
rately for the composite score of Attitude Toward Work, spousal conformity
and any other factors you wish.

A\ J

Other kinds of analyses you may wish to consider are intercorrelations of
Work Personality, Work Proficiency and Overall Performance; and a 2 x 2 Chi
Square contingency table of rating of VR services and need for VR services.

J.  Analysis of Items Not Included in Tables
There are several items on the Employee Questionnaire which we have not
included‘in any table. These are:

N

10 - Enjoyment other than r'noney L
. 11 - Means of getting a job
39 - 41 - Employment status of spouse
42 - Agreement with spouse on family affairs

We elected to discuss the Tesults of these items in the narrative part of the
follow-up report. You may include the information in tables under appropriate

. sections if you wish. Our rationale for hot putting the findings in a table was

that these particular items do not fit with the table format of items covering
similar information. You will note, however, that the items are covered in
Section 1V, "Writing Your Report”. |

K. Reports

3

Appendix J contains one report that was made from these data for a pre-.
sentation. This report will be most helpful to those who are computing t-tests,
correlations, etc. ’

L)

L. Other Comparisons

A

If you have available resources, i.e., time and staff, we suggest that you  ~
utilize information in the former clients’ case record to make additional com-~
parisons. THis would enable you to look at such things as:

1. Earnings before and after rehabilitation

2. Relationship of current job to training received or job objective
listed in rehabilitation plan .

3. Employment outcomes for selected groups — by disability, )
training areas, facility services, etc.

Often more than one area can be investigated in one survey. Our point here
is to give you a few ideas which can help you formulate additional areas for study.

. . : ~
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SECTION IV
Writing Your Report

.

The following is a rough guide to give you some ideas about how you might
write your report. Naturally you will have to add interpretations, conclusions
and recommendations that are appropriate for your data. We've just outlined a
suggested report to get you started. There is nothing sacred about this format,
so use, revise, or discard as you see fit.

A. Introduction

In this section of your report include any pertinent information about
your-state agency, facility, district, etc. Also be sure to include your reasons
for conducting the study and what you intend to do with the findings.

B. Method .

1. Population and Sample

a

Former rehabilitation clients and their employers were surveyed. Cli-
ents were drawn from the

(¢.g., annual listing of closed cases from the state vocational rehabilitation
agency, or the listing of closed cases from the state rehabilitation facility, etc.)
From a total of’ vocational rehabilitation cases closed in Status (es)
during the time period from to ,

were randomly selected. (If you used another sampling method, such as strati-
fied random sampling, be sure to describe the technique you used.) Of the
individuals selected for the study, questionnaires were com-

pleted for former clients. Responses were received from em-
ployers. A breakdown of these respondents is shown in Table 1.
Table 1
Questionnaire Response by Former Clients and Employers
Total Closed 26 Closed 08, 28, 30

Category No. % No. % No. %

Former Clients
Total Population
Total Sample

Responses

Unable to locate
Deceased '
No response

Employers
Total Contacted

Responses
No Response 2 4
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2. Measuring Instruments
»,

Two questionnaires were used. The form for former VR clients is shown
in Appendix A, and the form for their employers in Appendix B. A descrip-
tion of questionnaire construction is included in Appendix C, and the factors
tapped by the questionnaires in Appendix D. (If you wish, you can _just copy
and use Appendices A, B and C of this manual as is, or with your own revis-
ions. Your Appendix D will be Table A g}zd Table B from Section II of the
manual or Tables A and B can be included in your text under this section.

If you include them here it will require a renumbering of our tables.)

C. Analysis of Data ' B

1. Client Characteristics

+

Table 2 shows the employment status of former clients, with em-
ployed full tin)e, employed part time and self employed.
Table 2
Employment Status of Former Clients
Total Closed 26 Closed 08, 28, 30
Category No. % No. % /r\l\)o %
Unemployed * ) \\t’/\/\)
Training or Schooling '
Self-employed
Employed part-time
Employed-full-time
Total
Amongthe _______ former clients closed in Status 26/, % are em-

ployed, compared to % of the . former clients closed in Statuses

08, 28 and 30.

Demographic data for the
employed are summarized in Table 3.

client respondents who are gainfully

o
o

14



Table 3B

."’éharacteristics of Employed Clients

>
Closed 26 Ciosed 08, 28, 30

Factor , No. Clients Avg, No. Clients Avg.
Age
Education - .
No. of Dependents

Among the employed clients closed\from Status 26, (accounting
for %) are married; ( %) are single, and
( %) are separated, divorced or widowed. For those ciosed in Statuses
08, 28 and 30, ______ (accounting for %) are married; ( %)
are single, and ~ %) are separated, divorced or \kidowed. (Be

sTive to point out in your narrative the similarities and differences between the
groups, i.e., employed and unemployed, closed Status 26 and closed Statuses 08,

28 and 30. ) o

The distributi’on of employed former clients in terms of their primary dis~\
abilities is as follows: (This information should be taken from case records
since it is not available on the forms. Although it is not absolutely necessary
for your follow-up study, it does give a better picture of the client and we
recommend its inclusion if at all possible.)

— Visual impairments, accounting for____%
i Hearing impairments, accounting for—%

(continue your listing of disabilities)

The VR services rendered to these clients included
(e.g. counseling, physical restoration and vocational training.
Again, this information should be taken from the case records and included
if at all possible.)

Of the ———employed clients, __f{accounting for %) received
training, with this being further subdivided into those in college ( clients
at___ %) and in vocational and technical training programs (_____clients at

——%).

20




%) received physical restoration services;
%) received medical and surgical

%) received psychiatric or therapeutic

%) received appliances.

clients {accounting for

clients (accounting for
treatment; __"__clients {
treatment; and

(——

>

2. Client’s View of VR Services

Clients were asked to give their opinions about vocational rehabilitation
‘services. They were asked to rate the services on a 5-point scale. The results
of their ratings are shown in Table 4., « '

Iy
-

Table 4

Client Rating of Vocational Rehabilitation Services

by Closure Status by Current Employment Status

t

Closed 26 Closed 08, 28, 30

Employed ‘ Unemployed Employed Unemployed

Rating No. % No. % No. % No. %
Very poor ‘ ‘
Poor ’ *
Uncertain "
Ggoq s .

. ~" 7 Very gocd ' '
No Response .
Total
Of the clients responding, % considered ¥R services good

and very good. An additional % rated the services as uncertain, poor and
. very poor. % did not respond. From this, it can be concluded that these
clients viewed VR services as

-

) . ,
_ (Inclyde yourinterpretive commnents here, including any differences based on
closure status or employment status. )

Clients were also asked to give their opinions about VR services as having
to do with meeting their vocational needs. The' employed clients res-
ponded as shown in Table 5.
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Tqble 5

Employed Clients Feedback on VR Services

{in percent)

Total Closed 26 Closed 08, 28, 30
Question " Yes No Yes No Yes No

Did VR training prepare you
for your job? (Item 5)

Were you able to do this type
of work (present job) before
you contacted VR? (ltem 6)

Did VR counselors assist you in
finding your job? (Item 7)

Do you need additional service
from the VR couunselor?
(Item 3)

y As Table 5 shows, of _ clients reported that vocational re-
habilitation prepared them for their jobs, with % responding favorably
and % responding unfavorably. The extent to which VR services
assisted in preparing them for their present job is further represented by

% who felt they could do the job before VR services, % felt
they had limited ability to do the work, and % felt they could not_
have performed their present job without VR services. clients
(- %) did not respond to this questlon (Note: Table 5isa “yes”

. and “no "’ response tabulation. For Item 6, two choices—ability and limited
ability to do job—were interpreted as, “yes’ and one choice—~unable to do
job—was interpreted as “no’’. In our narrative, we have spelled out the
percents for each of the three choices. This should present no problem
since the data should be compiled using dll three alternatives.)

As for assistance rendered by VR counselors in job finding,
( ____ %) felt the counselor had been helpful while ( %)
_responded in the negative. An additional item (Item 11) on the question-
naire also focused on this area. In completing the statement, "’If at some
time in the future you needed to get a job”, clients ( %) felt
that they themselves should find the job; clients ( %) felt .2
that the counselor should find the job for them and (%) felt
g that some other agency should get the job for them.

26
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Of the employed clients, (%) thought they would need
additional services from the VR counselor. The services most frequently
given were ( %), ( %) (e.g.. trainiiig
(20%), appliances ( {0%), etc. These services are listed in Item 3 and can
simply be counted Ia»}rd included here. You might also want to include a
comparison on | tem #for unemployed clients if there are differences
between the-groups.) -,

3. Employment Data—Employers
/

Types of businesses and industries represented by employers who
completed the questionnaire and for whom former VR clients are work-
s ing is shown in Table 6.

)

Table 6

Employers of VR Clients

. No. of No. of ‘ >
. Clients c Clients ,
Business Employed Business Em_ployed
Automobile body shop High school
Automobile dealer Hospital and clini¢
Automotive springs and Homeowner
service Hotel

Bank

Beauty salon

Can manufacturing
Church

Coa) mining

Coffee shop

College dormitory
Community action assoc.
Construction materials
County Board of Ed.
Delivery company

Gas station

Glass factory

Grade school

Grocery store

Heating company

Industrial supplies

Lumber company

Metal products

Nursing home

Optical company

Power plant

Realty company

Restaurant

Retail store

Sheltered workshop

State Department of
Employment Sec.

State Dept.@f Highways

. State Polk:_g (
Transportation {bus) Co.

TOTAL




Of the total questionnaires returned (
and _______from employers),

4. Employment Data—Employees

P

Of the
questionnaire,

(accounting for

from former VR clients
matched pairs of employed clients
and their respective employers resulted from the survey. (Note. Matched
pairs are used later for Figure 1. If-you do not include Figure 1, omit this
paragraph.)

employed clients who responded to the employee
(accounting for
%) worked part-time, and

%) had full-time jobs,
(

%)

were self-employed. In terms of hours per week, including the time it

took to go to and from where the former clients worked,
%) worked over 40 hours;
for %) worked from 20 - 40 hours, and——clients (

(accounting for

clients
clients (accounting
%)

worked less than 20 hours. (Note: This information is from Item 9 which

we did put in a table).

%

The types of_occupations represented by these clients are shown in

Table 7.

Current Occupations of Former VR Clients

Occupation

Occupation . N

Automobile body repairman
Automobile lot boy
Auto mechanic
Babysitter

Beautician

Box boy ’

Clerk - hotel

Clerk - office

Clerk - stock ]
Community action aide
Computer operator
Cook

. Custodian

Damage appraiser

Driver - bus

Driver - truck

Furnace installer

Heavy equipment operator
Hospital (or nurse) aide

Kitchen helper
Laborer

Loan officer
Mine-foreman
Officer helper
Office supervisor
Packer °
y"ractical rurse
Realtor

. Seamstress/Tailor

Secretary .
Service station attendant
Shoe machine operator
Social worker
Stenographer
Teacher - public school
Waitress
Welder

TOTAL
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Among the employed clients, ______ (accounting for %) reported

that they had held the same job over one year, (accounting for ___%)

had held their jobs from seven months to one year;_____ | %) had
held their jobs for from four to six months; and ( %) had held
their jobs three months or less. There were clients ( %) who did

not respond to this question. (Note: This is [tem 8 which was not included

in a table.)
Of the self-employed clients who responded, they were employed
_as follows: as __ , as
etc. (From Item | and Item 4.) ,
5. Employer and Client Ratings of Client Work Personality and Proficiency '

Clients’ Work Personality (11 attributes plus the composite score) and
work performance (6 attributes plus composite score) were evaluated by
both the clients (No. = ) and their employers {No. = ).

In addition, the overall performance of the clients was assessed by their
respective employers. It should be noted that a 5-point scale was used, with
1" representing the lowest rating and 5" the highest for assessing all of the
individual attributes. Table 8 summarizes the results.

Table 8 )
' Employer and Client Ratings of the Clients' Work £

Personality and Proficiency Attributes

L 3 Employers Clients
Attributes* Avg. SD -No.** Avg. SD No.

Ability to work with others

‘ Punctuality

Cooperativeness

Self-reliance

Appearance ,

Courtesy

Motivaticii

Reliability

Work tolerance

Initiative

Attitude .

Work personality composite

- score

Job knowledge ‘
Job skill . ) ) :
Quality of work
Care of equipment - N
Safety practices
Following shop rules

Work proficiency composite

score

-

Work personality and profi-
ciency composite score
Qverall performance

* ltems 16-32 consecutively on Employee form, Items 3-19 consecutive on Employer.
** Number of responses may vary since some respondents do not complete all items. ‘
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In terms of°the one-item rating on the overall performance of the
employed former clients, the-employers showed an average rating of
. This indicates ttley were

(e.g., quite happy about the
clients’ overall performance, moderately happy, unsatisfied, etc., as
appropriate). -

As to the ratings of individual attributes within both the work person- :
ality and work proficiency areds, the employers gave their employees an’
average rating of on —— — . However,
they rated at an average of for . (Here
you may want to group the characteristics rated average and above average
together, and the below average characteristics separately. This points to

client strengths and weaknesses as perceived by the employer.) ’ -

In order to graphically compare the ratings of former clients and their
employers, matehed questionnaires were used. Only those forms in which
both the client and his émployer responded were averaged. Figure 1 shows
these averages, with one line f9r the employer and one for the former VR

client.
, Figure 1 . ‘ .
Comparison of Employer and Employee Ratings
0 1 2 3 4 5
Ability to work with others 3

Punctuality ;

Cooperativeness

Self-reliance

A
)
id
{ )
Appearance - i (
D)
C
)

-~ Courtesy -

Motivation ‘
‘ Reliability .
Work tolerance R ' ]/

Initiative
Attitude -
Job kn'owledge )
Job skill

Quality of work . ’

=

. . Care of equipment

)
Safety practices , : ' 2 { '
T ‘

Following shop rules

Client—Employee
WEmployer ,

Note: t-tests can be computed to see if there is a significant difference between
employee and employer averages for each item. ’ :

¥ '




6. Job Satisfaction . N

The four-item, seven-point Hoppock Job Satisfaction Scale was used to
measure job satisfaction. The reslts are shown in Table 9.

Table 9
Job Satisfaction

Item No. Average SD No.

» Item 12 {like job)
Item 13 (satisfied with job)
Item 14 (changing jobs)

Item 15 {comparing job satis-
faction with other people)

. TOTAL SCALE N

On the seven-point continuum, four represents the neutral point and -
any score larger than that indicates job satisfaction in the positive direction.
Looking at Table 9 in this light, we see that the clients averaged :for
job satisfaction. This would indicate that, as a group, they were

3

(e.g., satisfied, not satisfied with their jobs, etc.)

This rating can be compared with the clients’ response to the question,
P Do you get any enjoyment, aside from the money you earn, out of your
present job?”’ (From Item 10, not included in a table). Of the
clients resportding, % received very rouch enjoyment, % much
enjoyment, % little enjoyment and —— % received no enjoyment
at all aside from the money earned.

7. Self-Acceptance

. RSN
* A semantic differential instrument, using three bipofar adjectivés,fwas
used to yield the client’s self-acceptance measure. Table{lO shows these
results. ol
Table 10 , N

~aa

Self-Acceptance of Clients

Scale Average i 'sD No.

Sad - happy
Dissatisfied - satisfied
Pessimistic - optimistic

TOTAL SCALE

(A
co
oD
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Employed former VR clients, as a group, were
(e.g., moderately happy, satisfied
and optimistic) with averages of , ,and___- . Again,
on this seven-point scale, any number above four shows a positive trend,
while numbers below 4 show a negative trend.

8. Attitude Toward Work

Another semantic differential instrument, also using three bipolar .
adjective scales, was used to measure the client’s attitude toward work.
Table 11 shows these results.
Table 11
Client’s Attitude Toward Work

Scale Average . SD No.

Bad - good .
Unimportant - important '
Dull - interesting

TOTAL SCALE

v

The results indicate that employed, former VR clients considered the .
"world of work’’ to be

i as indicated by their averages of ,
and____ . .

9. Familial §ituation

Four items (39 - 42) on the questionnaire dealt with the client and his
family. Of the married clients, (representing %) indicated
that their spou§e is now working. Of the clients with working spouses, -

.___ (representing ____%) indicate that the spouse wants to work as
opposed to (représenting %) who feel that the spouse has to
work. Of those married clients whose spouse does not work, (No. =

(representing %) state that the spouse wants to work but
cannot, with the remaining (s %) stating that the spouse does
not want to work. , accou ntihg for %, did not respond to
this question.

)

-

On the question of agreement on family affairs, clients ( %)
- reported no agreement, clients ( %) reported rare agreement,
( %) reported agreement half the time, (. %)
reported agreement most of the time,and __( %) reported agree-
ment always. ( J

%) did not respond to the question.’
Y

Q . 3‘1
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This data shows that .

.

(eg., generally clients’
spouses want to work but cannot and that there is moderate agreement
on family affairs, etc.)

10. Correlational Analyses

-a. Correlates of Job Satisfaction .
The total score for Items 12 - 15 was compared with selected

variables. The results are shown in Table 12.

Table 12
Correlates of Job Satisfaction

Y \

Variable Correlation No.

Age

Number of dependents

Education (grade completed)

Rating on VR services

Length of time holding present job . ' " s

" Hours per week (wokk)

Enjoyment out of job

Client’s rating of work personallty
Client’s rating of work proficiency
Client’s rating of work personality ) .

and proficiency :

Employer’s rating of work personality

Employer’s rating of work proflmency

Employer’s rating of work personahty

'»

and proficiency p
Employer’s rating of overall perfo‘y‘ance
Self-acceptance T .
Attitude toward work T
Agreement with spouse (family affairs) '
Occupational level -

4

b. Correlates of Self Acceptance

Table 13 shows the results of a comparison of the toal score for
Items 33 - 35 with selected, variables.
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Table 13

Correlates of Self-AE:ceptance

. Variable Correlation No.

Age : 1
Number of dependents
Education (grade completed)
Rating of VR services .
Length of time holding present job
Hours per week (work)
Enjoyment out of job
Job satisfaction ;
Client’s rating of work personality .
Client’s rating of work proficiency
Client’s rating of work personality
and proficiency . ) .
) Employer’s rating of work personality )
. Employer’s rating of work proficiency
Employer’s rating of work personality .,
and proficiency
Employer’s rating of overall performance . -
Attitude toward work .
 Agreement with spouse (family affairs)

[y

. v oo c. Other Correlations

. (Include any other correlations you may have computed).

~

d. Conclusions and Recommendations

Include here a brief summary of your findings, including an
interpretation of what they mean You might like also to make
recommendations.

Special Notes: R .

v

1. If you perform t-tests for Figure I, it would be appropriate for those results
to follow Figure 1 in that section.

2.1f yoiz perform any Chi square analyses, you may place them in the appro-
priate sections. We did not include these tables since those individuals
familiar with such analyses should have no difficulty in reporting them.

3. Be sure to highlight any differences which show up between clients closed . ;
in Status 26 and those closed in Statuses 08, 28 and 30, as well as between |
employed and unemployed former clients.
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APPENDIX A

Employee Questionnaire

Dear

We are interested in your current employment. Please fill out the enclosed question-

naire.and return it to us in the self-addressed, stamped envelope. Thank you.
i b )

Name:
" Age: "‘—'—\
Marital Status: Number c'>f Dependents:

Education (circle the grade completed):

01 2 3 465 6 7 89 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

‘A. 1. At the present time, a description of my work situation is (Circle ONE of the ‘
following categories):

1. Unemployed

2. Training or schooling (full or part time)
3. Self-employed ) )
4, Employed part time

5. Employed full time

If you are employed part time or full time complete the
following:

Name of the firm

1 Address
. Phone Number

- tmmediate Supervisor

\

T 2.  How would you rate the Vocational Rehabilitation services?

1. Very good
2. Good

. 3. Uncertain
4. Poor
5. Very poor

’

ot}

¢




3.

10.
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Do you think you will need additional service frgm the Vocational
Rehabilitation counselor? .

1. Yes

2. No
if you answered yes, what services would you like to have
offered .

IF YOU ARE NOT EMPLOYED, do not complete the rest of the

questionnaire. Return the entire questionaire in the envelope provided.

What is your present job? (Give titie)

Did Vocaticnal Rehabilitation training prepare you for your jois?

1. Yes
2. No

Were you able to do this type of work before you contacted Vocational

Rehabilitation?

1. Able to do this work
2. Limited ability to do this work
3. Not able to do this work

Did the Vocational Rehabilitation counselor assist you in finding your

job? .

1. Yes
2. No

How long have you had your present job ___months.

How many hours do you work per WE EK, including the time it
takes you to go to and from where you work? (Circie ONE)

1. Not working now -
2. Less than 20 hours e

3. 20 - 40 hours

4. Over 40 hours

Do you get any enjoyment, asidé from the money you earn, out of
your present job? (Circle ONE)

.

1. Not at all

2. Little

3. Much )
4. Very much
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11. I at some time in the future you needed to get a jub, do you feel that
(Circle ONE)

-

1. You should find the job for yourself?
2. Your counselor should find the job for you?
3. Some other agency should get a job for you?

12.  Circle ONE of the following statements which best tells how well you
* like your job.

. | hate it

. | dislike it

. I don't like it

. | am indifferent to it

. | like it )
. | am enthusiastic about it

. I love it

NOOEsE WN —

13. Circle ONE of the following to show how much of the time you feel sat-
isfied with your job.

1. All the time

2. Most of the time

3. A good deal of the time

4. About half of the time : S
* 5. Occasionally

6. Seldom

7. Never

14." Circle ONE of the following which best tells how you feel about changing\;

your job.
1. | would quit this job at once if | could get anything else todo. )
2

. | would take almost any other job in which | could earn as much
as | am earning now. . . -

. | would like to change both my job and my occupation.

. | would like to exchange my present job for another job.

. | am not eager to change my job, but | would do so if | could
get a better job.

. | cannot think of any jobs for which | would exchange.

. 1 would not exchange my job for,any other.

W

~N

15. ,Circle ONE of the following to show how you think you compare with >
other people.

. No one likes his job better than | like mine.

. | like my job much better than most people like theirs.

. | like my job better than most people like theirs,

. | like my job about as well as most people like theirs.

. | dislike my job more than most people dislike theirs.

. | dislike my job much more than most people dislike theirs.
. No one dislikes his job more than | dislike mine.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7

: ‘ o .39




16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21,

‘| don’t have trouble with my co-workers.

-40-

1. Stréngly agree

2. Agree &
3. Uncertain .
4. Disagree ’
b. Strongly disagree

| go to work on time and return from breaks on time.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain \
4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

| get along well with my supervisor.

1. Strongly agree -
2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

| get my work done without being told by my supervisor.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4. Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

.

| try to look my pest when |I'm doing my job.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree .

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

| usually try to be polite to my supervisor and to others while I'm
working.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree
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23,

24,

25.

26.

27.
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| think | gain as much from the work as | putinto it.

{
1. Strongly agree
2. Agree .
3. Uncertain
4, Disagree
5. Strongly disagree

I can always be counted on to get my job done.
1. Strongly agree
2. Agree
3. Uncertain
4. Disagree ;e
5. Strongly disagree

| den’t mind working really hard all day long.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain .
4. Disagree

~ B, Strongly disagree

| start new jobs without waiting to be told by my supervisor.

1. Strongly agree
2, Agree

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

| regard my present job as an important one.

<1, Strongly agree

- 2. Agree
3. Uncertain .
4, Disagree -
5. Strongly disagree

I thiﬁk my knowledge about my job is

1. Very good .
. 2. Good .
3. Fair !
4, Poor -
5. Very poor




28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

My work skill in the trade is
1. Very good
2. Good
3. Fair
4, Poor
5. Very poor

| think the quality of my work is

1. Very good
2. Good

3. Fair

4. Poor

5. Very poor

| think my operation and care of equipment are

1. Very good
2. Good

3. Fair

4, Poor

5, Very poor

My observance of saféty practices in the shop is

1. Very good
2. Good

3. Fair _

4, Poor

5. Very poor

| think my-following the shop rules is

1. Very good
2. Good \
3. Fair .
4, Poor
5. Very poor

I'myself am

1. Extremely happy

2. Quite happy

3. Slightly happy kK
4, Neither happy nor sad

5. Slightly sad

6. Quite sad.

7. Extremely sad_




34. | myself am

1. Extremely satisfied

2. Quite satisfied -

3. Slightly satisfied "
4, Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied

5. Slightly dissatisfied

6. Quite dissatisfied

7. Extremely dissatisfied

-

35. | myself am

1. Extremely optimistic _ ' .

2. Quite optimistic

3: Slightly optimistic

4. Neither optimistic nor pessimistic

5. Slightly pessimistic

6. Quite pessimistic

7. Extremely pessimistic . N

36. The world of work is

1. Extremely good
2. Quite good
3. Slightly good ) .
4, Neither good nor bad
‘ 5. Slightly bad
6. Quite bad
7. Extremely bad

37. The world of work is

1. Extremely important
2. Quite important .

3. Slightly important
4. Neither important nor unimportant <.

5. Slightly unimportant R
6..Quite unimportant .

P ——————
7. Extremely unimportant

38. The world of work is

1. Extremely interesting ,
2. Quite interesting.

3. Slightly interesting
. 4, Neither interesting nor dull
-=5..Slightly dull
6. Quite dull
7. Extremely dull .
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_If you are not married, skip iterhs 39 through 42, and return the complieted

questionnaire.to us in the self-addressed envelope. If you are married, please
complete items 39 - 42,

?

39. Is your husband (or wife) working now? (Piease circle)

1. Yes
2. No .

4

e

40. If your husband (or wife) is working now,‘Circle ONE of the following
statements, ’

1. She (or he) has to work. )
2. She (or he) wants to work. .~~~

41. If your husband or wife is not worklng now, Circie ONE of the foUQ%ng

statements. TN
-~ N

F ‘.~. ¥
1. She {or he) wants to but cghnot. }
2. She (or he) does not want r

"

~

42, Do you agree with your husband or wife on family affairs. (Please circle
: ONE). |,

1. Never

2. Very rarely ..
3. Half of the time

4. Most of the time

5. Always

This is the end of the questionnaire. Please use the enclosedself addressed
envelope to return the compieted form 1o us. f ,

Thank you for your cooperation. AN
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APPENDIX B _

Employer Questionnaire

Dear Sir/Madam:

We are surveying the job performance of former vocational rehabilitation clients.
We understand that the following individual is now working for you. Would you
please have the immediate supervisor of this employee complete the questionnaire
and return it to us with the enclosed, self-addressed, stamped envelope? Thank
“you for your cooperation.

-

{

Your Employee’s Name:

1. What is this employee’s job title?

2. How many hours does this employee work per WEEK? (Mease circle one of
the following categories)

1. Less than 20 hours
2. 20 - 40 hours
3. Over 40 hours

Items 3 through 21 are statements about this employee and his (or her) performance.
Please read each statement carefully and circle ONE of the provided answers which
indicates how much you agree or disagree with the item.

3. The em'ployee does not have trouble with #s/her co-workers.
1. Strongly agree
.2. Agree
3. Uncertain
4. Disagree
5. Strongly disagree

4. The employee comes to work on time and returns from breaks on time.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4. Disagree

5. Strongly disagree
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The employee gets along well with the supervisor.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4. Disagree

5. Strongly disagree'

The employee gets work done without being told by the supervisor.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4. Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

The employee tries to look his/her best when he/she is doing his/her job.
1. Strongly agree 1
2. Agree
3. Uncertain
4, Disagree
5. Strongly disagree

-

, )
The employee usually tries to be polite to the supervisor and to others while
he/she is working. |

1. Strongly-agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

The employee appears to be highly motivated in his/her work.

1. Strongly agree / .

2. Agree ,

3. Uncertain .

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

.

The employee can always be counted on to get his/her job done.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

. , .




1.

12.

13.

14,

16.
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The employee doesn’t mind working really hard all day long.

.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree .
. Strongly disagree

. The employee starts new jobs without waiting to be told by the supervisor.

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree .
3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

b. Strongly disagree

The employees’ attitude toward his/her present job is good. N

1. Strongly agree N

2. Agree

3. Uncertain

4, Disagree

5. Strongly disagree™

+

The employee’s knowledge about his/her job is

1. Very good

. 2. Good . . ’ “
. 3. Fair ‘
. 4. Poor \_ ' “« )

- b. Ve}y pOOF: . -

The employée’s work skill in the trade is

1. Very good
2. Good

3. Fair

4, Poor

5. Very poor

The quality of the employee’s work is

1. Very good
2. Good

3. Fair

4, Poor

5. Very poor

ik}

[
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17. The employee’s operation and care of equipment are

7

1. Very good
2. Good

3. Fair

4, Poor

5. Very poor

18. The employee’s observance of safety practices in the shop is

1. Very good
2. Good ,
It 3. Fair
4, Poor
5. Very poor

19. The employee’s compliance with rules in the shop is

1. Very good

2. Good -

3. Fair

4, Poor

5.-Very poor -

Ll

1. Strongly agree

2. Agree ‘
3. Uncertain

4. Disagree

5. Strongly disagree

20, The employee’s overall performance is satisfactory.
?f'

21. The employees training through Vocatlonal Rehabilitation is |mportant to

his/her job performance.

17 Strongly agree
2. Agree -
. 3. Uncertain
4, Disagree
B. Strongly digagree

We would appreciate any other comments you
the Vocational Rehabilitation services.

Thank you for your cooperation.

! " s 48

may have about this employee or

[




APPENDIX C

Questionnaire Characteristics

A. Employee Questionnaire

Factors tapped by the questionnaire are shown in Table A in the text. The
four-item Hoppock Job Satisfaction Blank (items 12 - 15 of the Empfoyee Ques-
tionnaire) is reported to have the split-half reliability of .87, corrected by the
Spearman-Brown formula to .93 (N=301, Hoppock 1935). Dr. M. S. Tseng, of
the Research and Training Center, had administered the Hoppock Job Satis- L
faction Blank and a 31-item General Job Satisfaction Scale developed By the
University of Minnesota Industrial Relations Center (Carlson, Dawis, England
and Lofquist, 1962) to a sample of former clients of the West Virginia Reha-
bilitation Center, and obtained a very high correfation of .93 (N=52, p <.001)
between the two job-satisfaction measures. Based on this finding and taking

" _ into consideration that it cc')nsisted"o_f only four items, the Hoppock Blank was

selected to yield a global méasure of job satisfaction of the VR 26's who were
employed.

The Tseng Work Personality subscale is an eleven-item summative rating
scale (Items 16 - 26 of Employee Questionnaire) and is designed to yield.a
global measure of the individual’s assessment of his own personal quality in
a work situation. The eleven attributes that constitute the work personality
measure are: the ability to work with others, punctuality, cooperativeness,
self-reliance, appearance, courtesy, motivation, reliability, work tolerance,
initiative, and attitude toward job (Tseng, 1872). This subscale has the
split-half reliability (with,the Spearman-Brown correction) of .80 (N=113)
and the internal consistency as measured by Cronbach Alpha of .86 (N= 113).

The Tseng Work Proficiency Subscale is a six-item summative rating
scale (Items 27 - 32 of Employee Questionnaire) designed to yield a com-
posite score of the individual’s assessment of his own proficiency on the _
job. The six attributes that constitute the work proficiepcy measure are: o
job knowtetge, job skill, quality of work, care and operation of equipment, ~
observance of safety practices, and comphance with work rules (Tseng,
1972). The split-half reliability with the Spearman-Brown correction and
the internal consistency.as measured by Cronbach Alpha of this subscale
are .89 (N=113).and .84 (N=113), respectively. The fotal scale, the com-
posite of work personality and work proficiéncy subscale, has the split-half
reliability {with the Spearman-Brown correction of .88 (N=113) and the
internal consistency (Cronbach Alpha) of .89 (N=113).
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A client’s self-acceptanceand attitude toward work were tapped by the
seven-point semantic differential scales (Osgood, Suci, and Tannenbaum, 1957)
with three bipolar adjectives for each of the two variables (Items 33 - 35 and
Items 36 - 38 of the Employees Questionnaire). The three bipolar adjectives’
used to measure the client’s self-acceptance are: happy-sad, satisfied-dissatis-
fied and optimistic-pessimistic. The three bipolar adjectives used to quantify
the clients’ attitude toward the world of work are: good-bad, important-unim-
portant, and interesting-dull. ' :

“' -

Such familial variables as the spouse’s employment status and the reasons
behind it (Item 39.- 41 of Employee Questionnaire) and spousal conformity
on family affairs {Item 42 of Employee Questionnaire) can be examined in
corinection with the married client-employees. v

B. ‘Employer Questionnaire

Variables tapped by this questionnaire are summarized in Table B in the
text. The Tseng Work Personality Subscale for the Employer is an eleven-item
summative scale {Items 3 - 13 of Employer Questionnaire) designed to yield a
composite measure of the client’s personal quality in a work situation as rated
by his supervisor. This subscale—as does its counterpart for the client-employee
{Items 16 - 26 of Employee Questionlnaire) deals with the following eleven
attributes: the ability to work with others, punctuality, cooperativeness,
appearance, courtesy, motivation, reliability, work tolerance, initiative, and
attitude toward job (Tseng, 1972). The split-half reliability corrected by the
Spearman-Brown formula and internal consistency as measured by Cronbach
Alpha of this subscale are .94 (N=114) and .91 (N=114), respectively.

<

The Tseng Work Proficiency Subscale for the employer is a six-item
summative rating scale (Items 14 - 19 of Employer Questionnaire) that
yields a global measure of the client-employee’s work proficiency as rated
by his supervisor. This subscale-like its counterpart for the client (items 27 -
32 of Employee Questionnaire) deals with six attributes: job knowledge, job
skill, quality of work, care and operation of equipment, observance of safety
practices, and compliance with work rules (Tseng, 1972). |t has the split-
half reliability with the Spearman-Brown correction of .94 (N=114) and the
internal consistency (Croﬂnbach Alpha) of .89 (N=114).

H i

The total scale (composite of work personality and work proficiency
subscales) has the split-half reliability corrected by the Spearman Brown
formula and the internal consistency as measured by Cronbach Alpha of

©.95 (N=114) and .94 (N=114), respectively. ) o~
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SAMPLING: THE WHY AND HOW

Part I

Evaluating different aspects of the voca- To give you somé other examples, a reha-
tional rehabilitation (VR) program is the only bilitation counselor—or state evaluator, or dis-
way to find out how well the program is doing. trict supervisor-might want to answer some
But, who has time to look at every case for questions about (1) caseload for the current
every evaluation study to be conducted? No fiscal year, or (2) all the cases closed in status
one! - 08 during a certain length of time, or (3) all the
cases in‘a particular disability category. By
Actually, it really isn’t necessary to exam- taking a ‘sample, you are able to find out the
ine every case or file to get a picture of what's same things you would have found out if you

going on. For instance, when a doctor does a had looked at everyone in the population.
blood test, he takes a small portion—or sam-" ‘
ple—of blood and runs an analysis of this. He Since it is often too time-consuming to con-
can then make statements about the entire sider working with the entire population, we
bloodstream, based on this blood sample. have to limit ourselves to studying a selected
number of the membérs of a particular popu-
How Does This Relate To The VR Program? lation. Otherwise, we would be severely lim-

ited in the number of-evaluations we could do.

You can do the same thing in VR, All the
people in a particular category that you are
trying to make some determinations about are
called a population, just as all your blood rep-
resents a population. For example, a popula-
tion might be all of the cases ever closed in
status 26 in your territory. If you wanted to
have some answers about all these clients, you
could ask everyone of these persons (the pop-
ulation), or you could ask some of them (a
sample). The portion of any population that
you talk to, then, becomes your sample.

But, What Is A Good Sample?

Sampling techniques have been developed
that will permit us to study a population by
drawing the sample in such a way that it is rep-
resentative of that population. Since the num- .
ber of possible rehabilitation populations is
limited only by the needs and/or the creativity
of the person studying the VR program, sam-
pling techniques betome a very important part
of evaluation.

What Are The Advantages of Sampling?

For instance, with your caseload, you can Since we've said that it's O K. to draw some
take a sample of all your cases, look carefully conclusions about a population by examining
at some aspects of these cases, and make some a few members (sampling) from that popula-
generalizations which will apply to your entire tion, the question arises-how do you know
caseload. ' which cases, to look at?

02 \




The most common method for selecting a
good sample is to randomly choose members
from that population. (We will discuss ran-
dom sampling in the next issue.) A random
sample will allow you to get‘a representative
group so you can make unbiased generaliza-
tions about your total population.

What Do You Mean By Unbiased? -~

Remember, a sample ‘“‘represents’’ an entire
population. A biased sample is one that is not
truly representative of a particular population.
Care must be taken to be sure that your sam- _
ple is unbiased (or as unbiased as possible).
So, if the sample is drawn from a population
in a biased way, then the sample is not r
sentative of the entire population and limits
the validity of your generalizations, Some
examples of a biased sample would be:

1. Taking every third client file for case
review (not every client had an equal
chance of being chosen).

09

clients acroas the state. (District A may
not be yeprésentative of all other dis-

2. All the ?s in district A to represent
tricts).

How Many People Do I Need For A Sample?

It will vary, depending on the total number
in your population. Ten percent of 10,000
cases (a sample of 1,000) is a good sample, but
10% of 100 cases (a sample of 10) isn't very
good. We'll cover this later and give you some
general guides.

In addition to general guides on how many
to use in a sample, we'll be covering the use
of the table of random numbers to get your
random sample, and will cover another kind
of sampling that you will want to consider
using for certain kinds of evaluation.
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“RANDOM SAMPLING

Part I1

We discussed the why and how of sampling
techniques in the previous issue. We stated
that the most common method of selecting a
good sample is to randomly choose members
from a population but didn't tell you what to
do.

How Do You Get A Random Sample?

A simple method of random sampling is to:

1.  Assign a number to all members of the
population.

2. Write those numbers on individual
pieces of paper and put them in a con-
tainer.

3. Draw out a number. Note the number
that you draw, and place that number
back in the container, and drawanother
number. (You may end up drawing
the same number twice, but that’s
O.K.).

¢

4., The numbers you draw represent the
members of your population that are
to be included in your sample.

Arandom sample, then, is a sample in which
* every member of the population has an equal
chance of being chosen—every time. )

Doesn’t That Make For A B{g Container?

We gave you this method to show you the
principle. It can be useful in some cases, but
it could be time-consuming—espegially if the
population is large. However, there are other
ways of getting a random sample that have the
same effect. These methods include using
random tables or letting a computer choose
yo'ur sample for you.

/ -
How Do You Use The Table of Random
‘ 3} Numbers?

N table of random numbers is designed with
rows and columns of digits from 0-9 that have
been arranged randomly. Each digit has about
an equal chance of occuring at any place in the
table. This way the table can be read in any
direction and starting from any point on the
table. Inusing the table the first thing to do is
to assign a number to each subject in the pop-
ulation. The numbers all must have as many
digits as the total number of the population.
For example, if the population has 987 clients,
the first subject will be 001 and the tenth sub-
ject will be 010. Each will then have three

_digits. If your study, for instance, is of 56

people, closed in status 26 during 1965, the
first case will be assigned 01, the tenth 10, etc.

"ﬂxs
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" What's Next?

" Now that each client or member has been

assigned a number, let's take a close look at
how to use the table to assign members of a
population to a sample.

00000 00000

Row 01234 56789
00 23157 '54859
01 05545 55043
1 02 14871 60350
03 38976 74951
04 97312 61718
05 11742 69381
06 43361 28859
07 93806 20478
08 49540 13181
09 36768 72633
10 07092 52392

. 1
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For example, we, have a group of seventy-
five people which we have assigned the num-
bers 01 to 75. We want to select 10 subjects.
Let’s begin by reading the first two digits of
the second column. Going down we find 54,
55, 60, 74, 61, 69, 28, 20, 13, 72, and 52.
The subjects who have these numbers will be
the sample of ten.

What Else Do I Need To Know?

A number that is higher than the number of
people in your population'is just ignored. (We

* had 75 people. If the number in table was 76

or larger, we'd ignore it.) Also, you don't need
to pay any attention to a number if you find
it more than once in the table. If you finish
one column or row and you don't yet have
enough subjects, you can begin another column
or row wherever you choose.

We reproduced a small segment from a ran-
dom table for demonstration purposes. Any
statistics textbook will have a Table of Ran-
dom Numbers which you can use for selecting
a sample from any population you are going to
work with.
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In the last issue we established that 'simple’

random sampling is a method of drawing
samples such that each and every member of
the population has the same chance of being
included 1n the sample. One method is the
lottery. Another is with the table of random
numbers. Simple random sampling is an ex-
cellent way to look at a portion of all the
cases and make some generalizations about
the entire population. This works well when
you are looking at the population as a group
of people that is pretty much alike. For ex-
ample, you can draw a sample from all the
cases in your territory, unit, or district that
were closed in fiscal year 1972. You can make
some statements about all these clients..

What About Members Who Aren’t Alike?

Categories are not always the same' There
are some very important categories in which
clients can be included, e.g. by disability, age,
rural or urban residents, etc. Other categories
might be type of program, kinds of services re-
ceived, or amount spent on services. It may
be important for you to make sure that your
sample includes some members from certain
subgroups, which researchers call strata. A
type of sampling has been developed to obtain
a sample which is representative of cases in all
the strata, . stratified random sampling. This
is what we will talk about in this issue.

- Give Me An Example!

Your population is all the cases carried by
field counselors in your district (1000 cases),
and you are interested in the type of clients
seen by the different counselors. Let's assume
that (1) there are 10 field counselors, and (2)
each counselor carries a varying percentage of

INSTITUTE, WEST VIRGINIA 25112 VOL.4, NO.7, JULY 1974 )

STRATIFIED RANDOM SAMPLING
’ Part 11

To draw a stratified random sample we
should decide how many clients we'll have in
our sample. Let’s arbitrarily say we'll pull
100 from the 1000. To be representative of
each strata (i.e., each counselor’s caseload), the
percentage of cases from each strata in the
sample should be the same as the percentage
of cases.from each strata in the population.
For example, in this district, counselor 1 has
20%, i.e., 200 clients. To draw a stratified
random sample we would pull 20% of our
sample from counselor 1's 200 cases, 10% from
counselor 2's 100 cases, 10% from counselor
3's 100 cases, etc. So in our sample of 100
we'll have 10 strata, with varying numbers of
cases in each. This example is illustrated in
Chart II.

Another example of a stratified random
sample: Counselor Smith has 100 active cases.
Sixty clients (60% of his caseload) have ob-
vious physical disabilities. The other 40 cli-
ents (40% of his caseload) have handicaps
which don’t show. He is going to survey a
sample of his clients for attitudes toward their
disabilities and wants.to fairly represent those
with visible problems and those with hidden
disabilities. He will randomly draw 60% of
his sample from those clients with physical
disabilities and 40% from the clients who have
hiddén disabilities. Counselor Smith has drawn
a stratified random sample.

In review, stratified random sampling is a
way to look at a population that has various
segments and to proportionally represent each
segment in the sample. The sample of each
segment is selected randomly and independ-

O the cases. (See Chartl). ently from the sample of any other segment.
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Population

1000

150
50
100
150
50

fare, Washington, D. C.
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% of Population

20%
10%
10%
5%
5%
15%
> 5%
10%
15%
5%

Chart II
Sample

Distri‘:ct_x

Counselor 1 20
i 10
10
5
5
15
5
10
15
5
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100 Cases

% of Sample

20%
10%
10%
5%
5%
15%
5%
10%
15%
5%
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SAMPLING: LOOKING AT SAMPLE SIZE AND BIASES

[

Part IV

In earlier issues on sampling we talked about
the importance of having a random sample to
assure that your results would be representa-
Jive of your total population.

Sample 'size is another important part of
sampling. If the sample is too small, it will not
be representative of the population. On the
other hand, if your sample contains more cases
than you need, it could be both time-consum-
ing and tedious.

How Large Should A Sample Be? !

We know of no “cut and dried’’ formula or
table for determining exact sample size. How-
ever, we can suggest some ranges that you may
use as guidelines. These suggestions are based
on our experience. There are more compli-
cated statistical techniques for determining
certain size samples for specific uses, but the
ones we list in the table below should be ade-
quate for general use.

Samples which correspond to our guide will
allow you to safely generalize from your sam-
ple to your population. Our suggestions are
for different sized random samples.

The lower end of the range in the table
represents the minimum percent you should
consider and the upper end, the maximum.

-

Selecting Sample Size

Size of - Percent of Population
Population to be in Sample
1-10 ) Use all cases
10-100 50 - 100%

100 - 250 25 - 50%
250 - 500 10-25%"
500 - 1000 5-10%
1000 - 5500 2-5%
Over 5000 1-2%

Are Things As Good As They Look?

A common method of gatheringinformation
for a study is to mail questionnaires. The
mailing list is a randomly selected sample, but
usually only a portion of the questionnaires
are returned. The characteristics of people
who return these forms may affect the infor-
mation you are trying to obtain and, therefore,
may not be representative of the sample. For
instance, if you are asking clients in status 20
if they are looking for employment and 60% of
those clients polled respond, these responses
will probably be made by the more depend-
able or active clients who cannot represent all
the clients in the sample. These two person:
ality charactetistics seem more common to
people who actively seek employment. So you
have what is known as a biased sample. In
biased sampling certain types of cases have
more chances of being selected.




What Can You Do About These Biases?

Unfortunately, sometimes you can do noth-
ing about some biases. For instance, with the
questionnaire.survey techniques, there is very
little you can do about the characteristics of
people who respond. Just knowing that some
of these biases might show up can help you
clarify your results. If you write a report of
your findings, note these biases in a section
such as “limitations’” or in the definition of
your sample or population.

What If I Don't Have Much Choice?

So far we've discussed the more ideal or
“pure” methods of sampling. But, practically
speaking, some tlients are more available than
others. Let's consider a study done by a state
director of vocational rehabilitation who
chooses to select a sample from clients in one

_territory in the state’s largest city, where he

happens to be, rather than choosing a sample
from all the tlients in the state. He is asking
the clients that were closed in status 26 last
year, how many job interviews they went to
before they actually obtained employment.
His sampling technique is called incidental
sampling, i.e., using those cases or items that
are most readily available. He is using clients
from one territory from his own city, rather
than from the entire state.

v

i
»
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What Generalizations Can You Make

From Incidental Samples?

You've got to be more careful in defining

your population from which an incidental sam-

ple is drawn. Each significant property of the
sample that might be related to the outcome
that you are looking at must be defined. You.
can then generalize to the population that has
these same significant characteristics. Let’s go
back to the example. The state director might
find that the clients who were closed in ‘26"
thdt he questioned went to an average of 8
job interviews before they obtained employ-
ment. Some significant properties of his sam

ple are availability of transpurtation and a high

number of new job listings daily. His con-

clusions would not be valid for a population
that didn't have these same properties, for
instance, a territory in a rural farming com-
munity. But his findings probably do gener-
alize to other territories in the same city and
other cities of comparable size and industry.
So, incidental sampling can be useful.

In the last few issues we've discussed several
of the most common types and most reliable
ways of drawing a sample. If you have a prob-
lem, contact your R & T Center or a text on
research design or statistics.-

This sssue was prepared by Alice Randoiph in collaboration with M. S, fseng and Kathryn Greever, Research and Training Center, West

Virginia University, 509 Allen Hall, Morgantown, West Virginia 26506.
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PEVRS, a special series of Rehabilitation Tomorrow, will be released periodically by the Research and Training Center, Institute, West
Virginia 26112. The R & T Center 1s sponsored jointly by West Virginia University and the West Virginia Division of Vocationa! Re
habihitation and supportod in part by Grant RT-15, Social and Rehabilitation Services - Department of Heelth, Education and Wel-

fare, Washington, D. C.
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APPENDIX E

Additional' Questionnaire Items

the rehabilitatjon program?

1. Favorable
2. Unfavorable :
.. 3. Indifferent.

have experienced?

1. Not at all

2. Somewhat
3. Moderately
4. A great deal
5. Completely

or employed?
-

1. Notatall
***** 2. Somewhat.

3. Moderately

4. A great deal

5. Completely

family.
' a

Mother Father S'pouse

1. What wag your spousé’s (or parents'| attitude towards your participation in

2. To what extent do you feel that your family understands the probiems you

3.  Hasyour spouée {or parents) been ‘ﬁelpful in your efforts to become retrained

4. Rate how well you get%long with each of the following members of your

g

o

;
{

N

Sons Daughters

1. Not at ali

2. Very poorly .

3. Fairly well

' 4, Well

5. Very well

Y




5. Putthe apprapriate number in the blanks.

1. Not at all

2. Sometimes

3. Usually

4. Most of the time
5. A great deal

| like to:
—___Tell other family members what to do.

____Be busy or actively involved in family activities.
—___Try-out or do new things with the family.

vy Do things alone, without the rest of the family,
—___Receive recognition in my family for the work that | do,
Consult the rest of the family on the decisions | make.
i)
[ .
R .
¥
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" APPENDIX F

RFA}

Rehabilitation Center Qlie_nts Follqw-Up Study by
Research and T[aining Center and West Virginia

Division of Vocational Rehabilitation ’ -

QUESTIONNAIRE

Interviewer’
Date Serial Number
1. Name ] ]
2. Address . 3. Phone
Street City County
4. Date of Birth h. Sex’ 6. Race 7. Marital Status
Before
After
8. Dependents before 9. Education before
after after
10. Disability before 11. What training did you receive at R. C.?
after ;o
12. How long? 13, Did you complete it? Yes No
14. |f not, why?
kY
15. Did you receive any further training after leaving R. C.?  Yes No
16. |f yes, in what area? 17. How long?
»
18. Sponsored by
19. Did you have any special training before coming to R. C.? Yes No
20. {f yes, in what area? 21. How long
22. Sponsored by \ 23. Are you‘\}vorking now? Yes_._ No
24. List all jobs you have had up to the present starting from most recent job. Also, indi
cate the first job you had after leaving R. C. (If needed, use additional sheet of paper).
Date Income ‘ Reason for
Job Title From -To Per Month How thained Leaving
1.
2.
3. G o
1 4. (2%
Y 5.
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. What was your source of income during unemployment?

.

. What is the name and address of the last employér?

. How many times have you been at the Rehabilitation Center?

¥
3

. How would you rate the services you received from R. C.?

J
i

(1) Very Good (2) Good (3) Moderaté (4) B'ad (6) Very Bad:._

. . {
Training /

» * ¢

Treatment

Counseling

Food

Recreation

Living Conditions

29. Did R. C. services help you YES NO
; to’get a job? 1 2
in work adjustment? 1 2
in personal adjustment? 1 2
30. In an overall manner, how much did you gain from the R. C. services?
(1) Very Much (2) Lot (3) Some (4) None (5) Wasted My Time
\ ) .
31. Did you hesitate to go to R. C. when first asked to by the counselor? Yes 1 No 2
32. If yes, why?
33." Did you change your mind (attitude) about the R. C. when you finished the
programs? Yes 1~ No 2
F3
34, |f yes, why?
35. What is the thing you liked least about the R. C.? .
36. What s the thing'you liked most about the R. C.?
37. Do you have any suégestidns by which R. C. couid serve you better?

’

\
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Spread Sheet \
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. APPENDIX H

Forms for Compiling Data

The following forms are to be used for hand tabulation of data from Employee
Questionnaires. Similar sheéts can be made up for the Employer Questionnaire.

Y

- INSTRUCTIONS

]

1. Assign a number to each questionnaire. For ease in locating matched pairs of
employees and employers, you rhight use the same number for both with a
suffix to denote the employer, e.g., 14 and 14A,

2. Enter the information from a questionnaire all on one line across the page.

3. Place an X in the appropriate column for each item on tiie questionnaire
(excluding age where you would enter the actual age). Columns headed “NR"
are used to indicate that the client did not respond to that item. -

4. Tosecure totals, simply count the X's in the appropriate columns.

5. Transfer these totals to the appropriate tables in Section Il1.

A

NOTE: 1. For unemployed clients it will be necessary to make entries on only
pages 1 and 3 of the forms.

2. If you are surveying clients closed in more than one status, i.e., 08's
and 26's, you can take the appropriate number of columns on page 2
‘to record this information. Or you may keep the statuses separate
and record all of one status responses before including the responses
of the other group on the forms. The important thing is to be able
to identify the closure status of each client. '

S
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APPENDIX |

) What Standard Deviation Can Tell Us

s

-

B

We've all heard the terms ‘‘range’’ and "'standard deviation’’. The standard
deviation (SD) allows us to look at the range in a more meaningful manner.

What Do You Mean?

The SD tells us how our numbers (or scores) are grouped or spread out from
our average. Let’s assume that you have two groups of clients in a training program.
The average {mean) 1Q for each group is 70. You might be tempted to say that the
groups were comparable, especially if the range was 55-85 for both groups. But
that isn’t ngcessarily so. Our problem is to look at twd groups, both with a mean
of 70 and a range of 55-85 to see if the two groups are equal. We can tell this by
using the SD.

. 4
Of course, if the ranges were different—say a range of 40-100 as opposed to

55-85—you would expect variation in ability. Because the 55-85 range is not as
wide as 40-100, you know that the 55-85 range group has scores closer %o the
average of 70 than the group with a range of 40-100. Or, saying it another way,
the scores of the 40-100 range group are more spread out than the 55-85 range
group.

Show Me How The SD Would Help

Let’s look at our two groups, each with a mean of 70 and each with a rénge
of 55-85. Now, let’s assume we have a normal distribution. Also, let’s assume
one group has a SD of 5, and the second group has a SD of 3. Graphically, these
would look something like:

r ~ Group 1
50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 P
58 61 64 67 70 73 76 79 82 Group 2

You Have One Curve and Two Scales, What Does 1t Mean?

You can look at the curve and see that group 2 with"the SD of 3 has a scale based
on adding or subtracting 3 to the mean of 70; dnd group 1 has a scale based on adding
or subtracting 5 from the mean of 70. This tells us how the scores are distributed.
Small SD’s mean scores clustering closer around the mean than large SD’s which indi-
cate wider variability or scatter. Therfore, group 2, with a SD of 3, has more 1Q scores
closer to the mean than group 1 with a SD of 5.

©
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How Do You Know That?

Using the principle of the normal curve, your SD tells you how your scores are
grouped around the mean in percents, assuming your distribution is normal and bell

shaped.
TN
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So, 34.13% of your cases fall at 1 SD below the mean, and 34.13% at 1 SD above
the mean. Going back to our Q- le, with our SD of 3, 68.26% of the cases fall
between an 1Q range of 67-73 (70 + 3}. With our SD of 5, 68.26% of the cases fall
_between 65-75 (70 5). At 2 SD’s above and below the mean, with a SD of 5, 95.44%
(adding our percents from the curve) fall in the 60-80 range (2 x 5= 10; 70 £ 10).
Computing for 2 SD's above and below the mean, with a SD of 3 gives us a range of
64-76. At the lower end of our scale, group 2 has fewer people with an 1Q of 55
than does group 1. IQ our example, the differences may not be significant in a
training program group, but it serves to show you the concept of SD.

Of course, if you are dealing with only a few cases, you can probably look at the
figures and find out what you want to know. But, let’s assume you’are looking at all
the clients in a district or state. With, say, 1000 or more clients, calculating the SD
can give you a picture you could never get by i@ﬂooking at the scores.

How Do You Get a Normal Curve?

A normal curve is based on distribution across an entire population or group of
things. For example, if you plotted the 1Qs of all the people in the U.S., you would
have a normal curve with a mean and median of 100. (Median is the midpoint. Half
the scores fall above it, and half below). )

Are All Curves Normal? J

No. When you have a mean and a median that is different, you will have a curve_
that has its hump to the left or right of the mean—that is, you have a skewed curve.
This happens when you are dealing with small samples or small groups of numbers.

"However, for most purposes you can assume a normal curve and use your percentages
accordingly. You need only bear in mind that the further apart the mean and median
are,.the more skewed your curve is. A mean of 1060 and a median of 99 is quite
close—almost normal. However, a mean of 100 and a median of 90 is rather skewed.

i~
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Ca]culating the Standard Deviation Using State Averages For

Total Number of Clients Served During.FY '72

3

States report the average number of clients served per counselor during a year.
Let's look at these figures (See Table 1). First, we have ranked the state averages
from high to low. Our range is 20 to 299 for 54 VR progrargs, including those out-:
side the continental U.S. We can calculate our mean by adding up all the figures
and dividing by 54, That number is 141. We can get our median by determining
the point at which 50% of the cases fall above and 50% below. That number is
135.

But What About Standard Deviation?

In our table, we have two columns of figures. Column 1 represents the ranked
state averages.

Stép 1. Put your data in a list similar to Column 1 (no particular order is,
necessary; we ordered for demonstration purposes only).

Step 2.  Add up all the numbers and get a total. The total for our example
is 7690 (that’s the same figure we used to get the mean).

Stg)p 3. Square all the individual scores (we did this for you in Column 2)
and add the squared values. Our total here is 1,237,412,

Step 4. Square the sum obtained in step 2 (7590 x 7590 = 57,608,100);

. and divide that by the number of scores in column 1 (57,608,100 /

54 = 1,066,816.66). This'number is called the correction term.

Step 5. ‘ Subtract the value obtained in step 4 {1,066,816.66) from the value
obtained in step 3 (1,237,412). This number is 170,595.34.

Step 6. Divide the number obtained in step 5 by the number of scores in
column 1, minus 1 (54 - 1 =53). 170,5695.34 / 53 = 3,218.78.

Step 7.  Take the square root of that number. m = 56.73 = SD.
— .

With our mean of 141, and our SD of 57 (rounded from 56.73), we know
that 68.26% of our state averages fall between 81 and 198 (141 + 57), assuming
ne mathematical error and-assuming that the distribution is normal. Another
13.59% fall between 24 and 81, and another 13.59% between 198 and 252, and

I3
-

If we were interested in studying optimum counselor caseioad, we would
probably look at tho‘se that fell below one SD from the mean to determine
reasons for Iowerfcaseloads. This could be due to such things as:

A}
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inadequate professionél or support staff;

poor or few referrals;'

a high percent of new.counselors; ' r
more intensive counseling program;

concentration on hard to rehabilitate cases.

o N

Similarly, a higher than average caseload (more than 1 SD above the mean) couid
be due to:

1 good organization;

2.  maximum use of paraprofessionals or adequate professional staff;

3. innovative program features;

4. lower incidence of hard-to-rehabilitatetases.

Our task here has not been to say what a state’s caseload should be. Rather we
have showed how SD can be used by states for various kinds of comparisons. Also,
we do not intend to |mply that the average in this example should be considered an

_ optimum caseload. By looking at extremes on both sides of an average, a state can

begin to develop data to help improve such things as caseload management. A state
might consider this approach, using its own state data, to study caseloads by various

.locations, e.g., corrections, mental hospitals, district office, etc.

Table 1
Column 1 Column 2 Column 1 Column 2
20 400 136 18,496
36 1,296 137 18,769
62 3,844 137 18,769
73 5,329 140 19,600
77 . 5,929 141 19,881
81 6,561 142 20,164
89 7,921 147 21,609
91 8,281 151 22,801
92 8,464 157 24,649
94 8,836 162 26,244
95 9,025 . 166 27,556
97 9,409 168 28,244
103 10,609 - 172 29 584
103 10,609 179 32,041 .
104 10,816 " 185 34,225
107 11,449 186 34,596
108 11,664 189 35,721
109 11,881 189 36,721
109 11,881 190 . 36,100
11 12,321 193 37,249
1 12,321 * 197 38,809
17 13,689 202 40,804 |
123 15,129 220 48,400 |
125 15,625 231 53,361 |
125 15,625 255 65,025 ;
131 17,161 , 293 85,849

133 17,689 299 89,401
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APPENDIX J

Job Performance and Satisfaction of Successfully Closed

Vocational Rehabilitation Clients®

M. S. Tseng

Rehabilitation Research and Tréining Center (RT-15)
West Virginia University

ABSTRACT

Occupational functioning of those disabed employees who had been successfully
closed by a state vocational rehabilitation agency and were gainfully employed was
investigated through the data collected from 65 such clients and 75 employers. While
the employers as a group wer# considerably satisfied with their disabled employees in
terms of work personality and proficiency and overall performance, the disabed em-
ployees themselves expressed moderately high degree of job satisfaction, attitude
toward work, and self-acceptance. In comparison to their respective employers’
ratings, the disabled clients tended to overestimate their own personal quality as
measured by an 11-item work personality scale (t = 3.49, 51 matched pairs, g<.01 ).
Among the significant correlates of job satisfaction found were work personality
(r =.28, df = 49, p<.05) and self-acceptance (r = 34, df = 63, p<.01). Self-accep-
tance proved to be a significant correlate of attitude toward work (r = .35, df = 56,

p <.01) which was in turn significantly associated with spousal conformity on
family affairs (r = .63, df = 27, p<.001).

v

* Paper presented to the 1973 National Conference of National Rehabilitation
Association, Atlantic City, October 31, 1973.
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Job Performance and Satisfaction of Successfully Closed

Vocational Rehabilitation Clients!

M. S Tseng2

Rehabilitation Research and Training Center (RT-15)
West Virginia University

The functioning of vocational rehabilitation system may be viewed in a macro
fashion as an input-intervention-output system in which the three basic stages input,
intervention, and output constitute a lodping cycle.

Included in the input stage are the components of general population, including .
a sub-population consisting of those people who need rehabilitation and another ‘
sub-population comprising those people who serve as rehabilitation agents.

The second stage represents.the intervention phase during which vocational
rehabilitation is to take place. The disabled person may go through this stage
entirely on his own resource&gr]d/o'r via the assistance provided by public or
private organizations including vocational rehabilitation agencies. During this
intervention stage vocational rehabilitation agencies provide diagnostic and eval-
uation, counseling and guidance, physical restoration, training, placement, and
follow-up services as vehicles for intensive interactions between the client and «
rehabilitation agents. These interactions are designed to pool together the
client’s own resources and the resources of his environment in order to achieve
net only the enhancement of the client’s rehabilitation potential but also the
facilitation of rehabilitation process itself. ~

P S

N

The client then moves on to the output stage where his dependency is
lowered, self care improved, self support attained or regained, and family life
strengthened (SRS program objectives, 1968). In completing the loop, he goes
back to general population, even becomes part of rehabilitation resources, in
the input stage. Of course, he may need further rehabilitation and move on

~ again, therefdre, to the intervention stage and so forth.

This study was undertaken primarily for the purpose of assessing the
occupational functioning of those former clients who had.been successfully
closed by the vocational rehabilitation agency. As such it can be classified
as an output study within the framework of the macro system of vocational
rehabilitation described above.
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in investigating the effects of vocational training, viewed as an intervention,
upon vocational rehabilitation, the author has conducted several studies relating
client personal characteristics and work proficiencies to such intermediate VR
system'’s criteria as trainability, training satisfaction, training outcome, and
employability (Tseng, 1970; Tseng, 1972, a. Tseng, 1972, b. Tseng, 1972,
c. Tseng, 1973). The present study went beyond the'intervention phase. [t
attempted to follow-up those clients who were successfully closed by the voca-
tional rehabilitation agency,and were gainfully employed in the output stage.
Specific information sought in this study inciuded employment status, job
performance, job satisfaction, attitude toward work, self-acceptance, familial
data, clients’ view of VR services, and interrelationships among these variables. -

METHODOLOGY

Subjects

Former rehabilitation clients and their employers constituted the subjects
of this research project. Clients were drawn from the annual listing of successful
closures of a local vocational rehabilitation office in West Virginia. Among a
total of 280 VR 26's (s®&cessfully closed cases), 77 were homemakers and, e
therefore, exciuded from study. Questionnaires were sent to the remaining 203 °
clients and 112 respectuve employers. Of these individuals 81 clients and 100
employers responded Among the 81 client respondents 65 were still gainfully
employed, 4 were self- employed and 12 were nolonger employed. Of the 100
employer respondents 75 reported that the corresponding clients were still
employed and 25 responded that the corresponding clients were no longer
employed by them. Therefore, 65 employed clients and 76 employers consti-
tute analyzable cases.

Among the 65 employed clients 37 (accounting for 57%) were married,

13 (20%) were single, and 15 (23%) were separated, divorced, or widowed.

The distribution of these former clients in terms of their primary disabilities
was as follows: visual impairments 8 (accounting for 12%), hearing-impair-
ments 7 (11%), orthopedic deformity or function impairment except ampu-
tation 9 (14%), absence or amputation of major members 4 (6%), mental
disorders 5 (7%), aliergic and metabolic diseases 2 (3%), cardiac and respira-
tory diseases 4 (6%), digestive system disorders 13 (20%), genito-urinary system
diggrder 1 (2%), speech impairment 1 (2%), and disabling conditions for which
etiology is not known or not appropriate 11 {17%). >

The VR services rendered ;6 these clients included counseling, physical
restoration, and vocational training. All clients received varying degee oY
counseling pius services relating to physical restoration and/or vocational
training. Of the 65 clients 13, accounting for 20%, .received training {with 5,

’
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accounting for 8%, in college, 8, accounting for 12%, in vocational and technical

training programs) and 52, accounting for 80%, received services in physical
restoration only (medical and surgical treatment 38, accounting for 60%,
psychiatric or therapeutic treatment 2, accounting for 3%, appliance 11,
accounting for 17%).

Types of business and industry represented By the employers who .com-

pleted the questionnaire, and for whom 75 VR clients were working, are auto-

mobile body shop, automobile dealer, automotive $prings and service, bank,
beauty salon, can manufacturing, church, coal mining, coffee shop, coliege
dormitory, community action organization, construction materials and
supplies, county board of education, delivery company, gas station, glass
factory, grade school, grocery sgore, heatlng company, high school, hospital
and clinic, homeowner, hotel, industrial supplles lumber company, metal
products, nursing home, optical company, power plant, realty company,
restaurant, retail store, sheltered workshop, state department of employment
.security, state department of highways, state polide, and transportation (bus)
company.

Out of the,65 client and 75 employer cases whose data were analyzable,
54 matched pairs of employed cllents and their respective employers were
identified.

instruments .
Two questionnaires—one constructed for the successfully closed VR
clients (Status 2.6) and the other designed for their respective employers—
were used. duestjonnalre A3 was mailed to the former VR clients to tap
the following variables: age, marital status, number of dependents, primary
disability, educational level, employment status, occupational title, VR ser-
vices received, length of time holding present job, hours of work per week,
enjoyment derived from present job, means of getting a job, job satisfaction,
. work personality, work proficiency, self-acceptance, attitude toward work,
employment status of spouse, and agreement with spouse on family affairs.

Variable job satisfaction was measured by the 4-item Hoppock Job
Satisfaction Blank. This scale is reported to have the split-haif reliability
of .87, corrected by the Spearman-Brown formula to .83 (N = 301, Hoppock,
1935). The author had administered the Hoppock Job Satisfaction Bliank
and a 31-item General Job Satisfaction Scale developed by the University
of Minnesota Industrial Relations Center (Carison, Dawis, Engiand and
Lofquist, 1962) to a sample of former clients of West Virginia Rehabilitation
. Center and obtained a very high correiation of .93 (N =52, p <.001) between
the two job satisfaction measures. Based on this finding and taking into con-
sideration that it consists of only four items, the Hoppock Blank was selected
and used in the present study to yield a global measure of job satnsfactuon of
the VR 26's who were employed. '
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Variable work personality was measured by the Tseng Work Personality

_Subscale for the chent. This is an 11-item summative rating scale designed to  , -
yield a global measure of the individual’s assessment of his own personal

quality 1n a work situation. The 11 attributes that constitute the work per-

sonality measure are the ability to work with others, punctuality, cooper-

ativeness, self-reliance, appearance, courtesy, motivation, reliability, work

tolerance, initiative, and attitude toward job (Tseng, 1972c). This subscale

has the split-half reliability {with the Spearman-Brown correctioh)gt, .80

(N = 113) and the internal consistency as measured by Cronbach alpha of

.86 (N =113). '

¢
.
Y

Variable work proficie?lb'{/ was measured by the Tseng Work Proficiency .
Subscale for the client‘. It is a 6-item summative rating scale designed to vield
RS composite score of the individgal's assessment of his own proficiency on
the job. The six attributes that constitute the work proficiency measure are
job knowledge, job skill, quality of work, care and operation of equipment,
observance of safety practices, and compliance with work rules (Tseng, 1972c).
The split-half reliability with the Spearman-Brown correctign arg\d the internal
consistency as measured by Cronbach alpha of-this subscale aré .89 (N = 113)
and .84 (N = 113), respectively. The total scale, the composite of work per-
sonality and work proficiency subscales, has the split-half reliability (with the
v Spearman-Brown correction) of .88 (N = 113) and the internal consistency
(Cronbach alpha) of .89 (N = 113). -

Variables self-acceptance and attitude toward work of the client-employees
were tapped.by the seven-point semantic differential scales (Osgood, Suci, and
Tannenbaum, 1957) with three bipolar adjectives for each of the two variables.
The three bipolar adjectives used to measure the clients’ self-acceptance are

" happy-sad, satisfied-dissatisfied, and optimistic-pessimistic. The three bipolar
» adjectives used to quantify the clients’ attitude toward the world of work are
“ good-bad, important-unimportant, and interesting-dull.

. / .

Questionnaire B4 was mailed to thé embw\er of the former VR client.
Variables tapped by this questionnaire axe clienf’s job title, hours of client’s
work per week, client’s work personality, c'ﬁe(nt’s work proficiency, client’s
overall perform\?nce, and importance of VR services on client’s performance.

~ T\ \Variable client’s work personality was measured by the Tseng Work

Personality Subscale for the empl%yer. This is an 11-item summative scale . _
-déigned to yield a composite measure of the client’s personal quality in a
work situation as rated by his supervisor. This subscale, as does its counter-
part for the client-employee, deals with the following eleven attributes: the
ability to work with others, punctuality, cooperativeness, self-reliance,
appearance, courtesy, motivatior, reliability, work tolerance, initiative, and
attitude toward job (Tseng, 1972c). The split-half reliability corrected by
the Spearman-Brown formula and internal consistency as measured by

. Cronbach alpha of this subscale are .94 (N = 114) and .91 (N = 114), res-
pectively. '




.94- : N

Variable client’s work proficiency was measured by the Tseng Work Pro-
ficiency Subscale for the employer. It is a 6-item summative rating scale that ,
yields a gfobal measure of theTtient-employee’s work proficiency as rated by ’
his supervisor. This subscale, like its counterpart for the client, deals with six
attributes: job knowledge, job skill, quality of work, care and operation of
equipment, observance of safety practices, and compliance with work rules
(Tseng, 1972c). It has the split-half reliability with the Spearman-Brown
correction of .94 (N = 114) and the internal consistency (Cronbach alpha)
of .89 (N = 114).

RESULTS

4 /—'
The total (composite) scale has the split-half reliability (with correction)
and the internal consistency (Cronbach alpha) of .95 (N = 114) ang 94

(N = 114}, respectively.

Employment Data | ) . N

Of the 65 employed clients who responded to Questionnaire A, 55
(accounhng‘)r 85%) had full time jobs and 10 (accounting for 15%) were
working on part-time basis. In terms of hours onork per week including
the time it took to go to and from where these clignts worked, 34 of them
(accounting for 52%) worked over 40 hours, 28 (accoqntn},g for 43%) worked
from 20 to 40 hours, and 3 (accounting for 5%) worked léss than 20 hours.

The breakdown of the occupations-of these former clients is as follows: -
automobile b6dy repairman 1, automobile lot boy 1, auto mechanic 4, ‘
baby sitter 1, beautician 3, box boy 1, hotel clerk 1, office clerk 3, stock
clerk 1, community action aide 1, computer operator 1, cook 3, custodian 3,
damage appraiser 1, bus driver 1, truck driver 4, furnace installer 1, heavy
equipment operator 1, hospital (nurse) aide 4, kitchen helper 1, laborer 4,
loan officer 1, mine foreman 1, office helper 1, officer supervisor 1, packer 1,
practical nurse 1, realtor 1, seamstress/tailor 3, secretary 3, service station
attendant 1, shoe machine operator 1, social worker 1, stenographer 1,

- teacher 4, waitress 2, and welder 1. 3

Among these client-employees, 40 {accounting for 62% of them) réporteé
that they had held the very jobs over one year, 12 (accounting for 18%) had *
had their jobs from seven months to one year, 5 (accounting for 8%) had held
the jobs from four to six months, and 6 (accounting for 9%) had held their
jobs three months or less. There were 2 clierits (accounting for 3%) who did
not respbnd to this question.




Job Performance - -

Chent's work personality (11 attributes) and work proficiency (6 attributes)
were evaluated by the employers (N = 75) and the clients themselves (N = 65). =
In addition, the overall performance of the client was also rated by the respective
employer. The assessment of these attributes was conducted on a 5-point rating
scale, with 1 representmg the lowest rating and 5 the highest. Table 1 summar-
izes the result. :

Table 1.‘

Employer and Client Ratings of the Client Work

Personality and Proficiency Attributes

Employer - . _Client
Attribute X sb N !X 'SD N

Ability to work with others 4.1 0.6 75 . 43 0.6 64
Punctuality 4.2 0.7 75 4.6 0.6 64

Cooperativeness 4.3 0.6 75 45 0.7 64
Self-reliance 4.1, _ 0.7 75 4.5 0.5 64

Appearance 41 0.6 75 45 0.6 64
Courtesy 43 0.7 75 46 0.5 64

Motivation 4.0 0.9 75 43 0.8 64

Reliability ‘ 4.1 0.8 75 46 .05 64
Work Tolerance 40 08 75 43 109 64
Initiative T 39 08 75 42 08 64
[Attitude ‘ \{ 41 08 .75.0 43 09 63 .~
Work Personality Con’\gosntg,r 45.3 6.2 : ~ 75 \8 4 4.6 62 '
Job Knowledge 4.1 0. ‘L\ : 75 ]44 06 63
Job Skill o 4.2 08 ~-75.” 07 63
Quality of Work - 42 08 75 44 06 63

AT

Care of Equipment 43 TBEN 74 45 05 63
Safety Practices 562 0. \‘{‘\72 43 0.7 59
Following Shop Rules {43 0.7 \‘73 4.4 0.6 59

Work Proficiency Composite 250~ 39 4 72 262 29 59

. . . . - l“’kv-“,/,j-

Work Personality and Proficiency 703 .97 72 748 6.5 57

Overall Performance 4.3 0.7 74
- N .

L
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Employers were considerably satisfied with their disabled employees. This:
was reflected in the relatively high ratings they gave the clients on work person-
ality (X = 45.3, SD = 6.2, resulted from an 11-item 5-point scale), work profici-
ency (X = 25.0, SD = 3.9, measured by a 6-item 5-point scale), and overall per-
formance (X =4.3,SD =0.7, yielded by a single item 5-point ’scale). As to the
ratings of the 17 individual attributes within the work personality and work
proficiency dimensions, the employers gave their respective client-employees
an average rating of 4 or above on each of the attributes except ‘initiative”
which received a mean rating of 3.9. o ’

To compare the client’s self-rating and his employer’s rating of the client
work personality and proficiency, data of the 54 employer-client matched
pairs were analyzed by thet-test. Table 2 presents the results. *

.

. . Table2

Ratings of Client Work Personality and
Proficiency by Employer-Client Matched Pairs

Employer _ Client
.. Attribute X SD N X SD N

=5

Work Personality 461 67 51 482 46 51 - 3.49°**
Work Proficiency 2566 3.6 49 26.3 29 49 1.08

]

** p<.01

The client’s self-rating on work personality revealed that hé tended to over-
estimate his personal quality when his employer’s rating was used as a basis for
comparison (mean difference 2.1, 51 matched pairs, t = 3.4'9;"p<.01). He was
mare realistic, however, in rating his own wo;k proficiency level. Work profi-
ciency ratings‘given by 49 matched pairs of clients and employers yielded a mean
difference of 0.7 aﬂnd a non-significant t value of 1.08.

-

L~ >\ Job Satisfaction
4 k)

7 ! . .
. "\ © The 4-item 7-point Hoppock Job Satisfaction Blank was responded to by
. és clients, yielding a mean job satisfaction measure of 20.6 and standard devi-

ation 3.7. The score of 16 being thq neutral point, this finding indicates that

the disabled employees as a group were moderately satisfied with their job.

To identify significant correlates of job satisfaction correlation analysis
was conducted. The first two columns of Table 3 show the results.
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Table 3

Correlates of Job Satisfaction, Self-Acceptance,

Attitude Toward Work, and Spousal Conformity

*p <.05
<0l
lilp <.001 L .

5 sA ATW sc

Variable r N r N r N r N
Age <02 62 -11 5 .19 6t 01 29
Number of Dependents -.14 60 -31* 56 -.21 59 -.31 29
Educational Level .04 62 -.06 58 .02 61 .29 29
Occupational Level .20 62" -.21 58 -.04 61 -33 29
Length of time holding

present job -26 60 .03 567 -10 59 -12 29
Hours of work per week .02 62 -.01 58 29* 61 B1*** 29
Enjoying Work A42** 62 .27 58 21 61 .38 29
Rating of VR services -.01 60 .15 55 .06 58 -.08 27
Job Satisfaction 1.00. 62 34** 55 11 58 - .00 28
Self-acceptance 34** 65 100 58 J35** 58. .13 27
Attitude toward work .11 ' 68  .36** 58, 100 61  .63***29
Spousal Conformiity .00 .28 A3 27 63***29 1.00 29
Client rating of S . ' .

Work Personality 31* 60 34** 56 .39** B9 35 29
Client rating of X - i . : .

Work Proficiency -.02 56 ) -.06 53 .24 55 12 27
_ Employer rating of . "

Work Personality =~ .28* 51 .26 48 00 50 .06 25
“Employer rating of ; . . . l '

Work Proficiency A5 749 -01 46 -16 48 -2+ 24
Employer rating of . _ - o

Overall Performance .09 - 51 * .11 48 .03 50 100 25

J1i
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Variables that had significant correlation with job satisfaction were enjoyment
deriving from present job (r = .42, df = 60, p <.01), self-acceptance (r = .34, df = 53, ‘
p <.01), client’s rating of his own work personality (r = .31, df = 58, p <.05), and , 1‘
employer’s fating of the client work personality (r = .28, df = 49, p <05). Tkese
indicate that the greatér the enjoyment the disabled employee gets from his present
job, the higher the level of self-acceptance of this employee, and the higher the
personality quality of this individual as rated by himself and his employer, the
higher would be his job satisfaction level, and vice versa.

<

Self-Acceptance N

A semantic differential instrument, using 3 bipolar adjective 7;point scales
(sad-happy, dissatisfied-satisfied, pessimistic-optimistic), was employed to yield
the clients self-acceptance measure. The resultant mean score of 16.7 (SD = 2.3,
N = 58) indicates that these employed former VR clients as a group were moder-
ately happy, satisfied, and optimistic and, on average, showed moderately positive
acceptance of themselves.

) Correlational analyses were also carried out for the purpose of determining
significant correlates of self-acceptance. The results are shown in the second two ¢
columns of Table 3. - , o
Self-acceptance was found to correlate negatively with the nungber of de-

pendents (r =-.31, df = 63, p<.05) and posmvely with variables enjoyment
derived from present job (r = .27, df = 56, p <.05), job satisfaction (r = .34,

- df = 53, p<.01), attitude toward work (r = .35, df = 56, p < .01), and work
personaluty as rated by the client-employee himself (r = .34, df = 63, p<.01).

Attitude Toward Work

The disabled employee’s attitude toward work was measured by another /
semantic differential instrument, consisting of 3 bipolar adjective 7-point scales -
(bad-good, unimportant-important, dull‘;interesting). Responses made by the
employed former VR clients yielded a mean score of 18.2 and standard deviation
2.3 (N = 61), revealing that they considered “the world of work’’ to be quite good,
important, and interesting and, therefore, showed a quite positive attitude toward -

- work.

. " Cofrelations between attitude toward work and other variables are present
in"the third 2 columns of Table 3. Hours of work per week (r = .29, df = 59,
p <.05), seif-gcceptance (r = .35, df = 56, p <.01), spousal conformity (r = .63,
. df"—'\ﬁ,{aﬁ)afﬂ }, and client’s rati’,ng of his own work personality {r = .38,
df = 57, p <.01) were positive and significant correlates of the disabled employee’s
attitude toward work.
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Spousal Conformity

Married client-employees were a;ked to indicate their agreement with spouses,
on matters concerning the family, on a 5 goint scale (1 never, 2 very rarely, 3 half
of the time, 4 most of the time, 5 always agree). The fesuitant mean score of 4.0.
and standard deviations 0.9 (N = 29) indicate that these married former VR clients
had little problem with their spouses on family affairs. On avérage, they agreed
with their spouses most of the time on matters concerning the family.

Correlations between spousal conformity and other variabies are shown in o’
the last two columns of Table 3. Spousal conformity proved to have a signifi-
cantly positive association with hours of work per week (r = .61, df = 27, p <.001)
and attitude toward work (r = .63, df = 27, p <.001). '

Vocational Rehabilitation Services as Viewed by Employed Former Clients
i

i

Amdng the 65 dlient-employees and 4 self-employed clients, nearly nine out
of every ten clients indicated that they did not need Vocationali Rehabilitation
to prepare them for their jobs and that they did not need the VR counselor to
assist them in finding their jobs. Approximately one-half of them warfted addi-
tional services from the VR counselor.

When asked ""were you able to do this type of work (present job) before you

+  contacted Vocatiopal Rehabilitation?”" eleven of them (accounting for 16%) .

claimed that they were able to do the work, twelve (accounting foy 17%) said
they had limited ability to do the work, and forty-one clients (accounting for
59%) reported that they were not able to do the type of work before they con-
tacted vocational rehabilitation agency. Five clients (accountmg for 7%) did not
give their answers to th|s question,

dn responding to theﬁuestion "if at some time in the future you need to get
a job, who should help?” fifty-four clients (accounting for 78%) felt that they
themselves should find the job, eleven of them (accounting for 16%] felt that
the VR counselor shouid find the job for them, and one client (accountmg for 1%)
< . believed that some other agency shoulid get a job for him.
\ .
g . ’
! They were also asked to rate Vocational Rehabilitation services. A great
majority, fifty-six out of the sixty-nine clients {consisting of 81%), considered
VR services good and very good. Eight of them (accounting for 10%) gave the
rating of uncertain, poor, and very poor and or not positive about VR services.
Five clients {accounting for 9%) did riot give their ratings at all.

N t
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it 1s of special interest to note that the positive or negative ratings of VR
services had no effect at all on the clients’ expressed need for additional VR
servnc:fO—ﬁr_)e\B‘MWho gave VR services the ratings of very poor, poor,
and unlcertain, 3 expressed their need for additional VR services and 5 felt no
such need, of the 56 clients who rated VR services good and very good, 28
indicated need for additional VR services and the other 28 expressed no such

need. These frequencies in the 2 x 2 contingency table yielded a Chi Square
value of 0.46 which, with 1 degree of freedom, is not statistically significant.

Vocational Rehabilitation Services as Viewed by Employers

Employers were asked to respond to the following statement on a 5-point
scale (1 strongly disagree, 2 disagree, 3 uncertain, 4 agree, 5 strongly agree):
“the employee training through Vocational Rehabilitation is important to
his/her job performance.” .

Their responses ranged from 2 disagree to 5 strongly agree yielding a mean
score of 3.6 and standard deviation 0.9 (N = 65). The data indicate that em-
ployers of the disabled workers 3s a group do consider vocational rehabilitation
training important to their empicyees pe: '27mance on the job.

CONCLUSIONS

On average, the disabled employees who had received vocational rehabil-
itation services were performing their job satisfactorily, as far as their employers
were concerned. These former Vocational Rehabilitation clients as a group
showed maderately high level of satisfaction with their job, moderately high
degree of self-acceptance, and a considerably positive level of attitude toward
work.

The disabled employees were asked to rate their own work personality and
proficiency. Data show that they were more accurate in evaluating their own
work proficiency than in assessing their own personal quality when their res-
pective employers ratings were used as the criterion. In fact, they tended to over-
estimate their work personality. In a previous study the author found a paraliel
in the vocational training setting where vocational rehabilitation trainees self-
evaluation on their work personality and proficiency were compared with the
shop instructors assessment (Tseng, 1972c).

The disabled employees’ satisfaction with their job was positively correlated
with work personality and self-acceptance. There was also a positive association
between self-acceptance and attitude toward work. In addition, attitude toward
work had positive correlations with hours of work per week and spousal con-
formity on family affairs.
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